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Russian Officials To Miss Council of Europe 
Debate 


AU3001134995 Paris AFP in English 1332 GMT 
30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Strasbourg, Jan 30 (AFP}—The 
leaders of Russia’s two houses of parliament will not 
attend an emergency debate on Chechnya at the Council 
of Europe’s parliamentary assembly this week, the 
assembly's president said Monday [30 January], adding 
that he was “disappointed and distressed.” 


Vladimir Shumeyko, president of Russia’s Federation 
Council, and Ivan Rybkin, head of the State Duma, had 
been invited to attend the debate being held Thursday by 
parliamentarians from the Council’s 33 member states, 
said Miguel Angei Martinez. He said the contribution of 
the two Russians “would have been very positive.” 


The Council of Europe is the widest organization 
bringing together all European democracies. It often 
voices Opinions on important current issues. 


Procedures for Russia’s admission to the Council of 
Europe have been frozen pending the debate on Russia's 
seven-week military intervention in the breakaway 
region of Chechnya. A delegation of 18 Russian parlia- 
mentarians, including the ultranationalist Vladimir 
Zhirinovskiy, will attend the debate as special guests of 
the assembly. 


Sergey Kovalyov, who heads Russia’s human rights 
commission, met with European officials in Strasbourg 
on Monday and said it would be “a sacrilege” for the 
Council of Europe to admit Russia due to the Chechnya 
conflict. 


Delors Calls For ‘Economic Security Council’ 


AU3001105695 Paris AFP in English 1023 GMT 
30 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Davos, Switzerland, Jan 30 
(AFP)—Former EU head Jacques Delors called Monday 
{30 January] for a new Economic Security Council to 
coordinate world economic policy, saying current bodies 
like the G7 failed to approach issues from a global 


perspective. 


The ex-European Commission president told the World 
Economic Forum in Davos that the rise of Asia as the 
world’s dominant economic region, and the need for a 
more coherent approach to world economic policy, made 
the establishment of such a body essential. 


“Over 15 years of attending G7 meetings I must say that 
I was always struck that they never treated problems 
globally, but just one at a time,” he told a press confer- 
ence in the sidelines of the Davos meeting, which began 
last Thursday and closes Tuesday. 


“I must be frank and say they did not come up with 
many positive conclusions. I saw few concrete deci- 
sions,” he said. 
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The proposal for an Economic Security Council, under 
UN auspices, was a key element in a report on reform of 
the United Nations released at the start of the Davos 
meeting by the Commission on Global Governance. 


Delors, who ended 10 years as EU head last week, is a 
member of the Global Governance Commission, and 
revealed Monday that he had made the proposal. 


He said that changing patterns of world trade—in par- 
ticular increasing economic strength in Asia—made a 
more global approach essential. 


“In 1990 the leading regions in terms of spending power 
were the European Union, the United States, followed by 
the Asian region... in 2000 the Asian region will be on 
top. It is unimaginable that they should be absent from 
global discussions,” he said. 


Giving details of the Security Council proposal, he said it 
would comprise “the heads of state of the major world 
powers, representatives of international financial insti- 
tutions, and leaders of regional economic organiza- 
tions.” 


Asked which countries he saw as being included, he 
named China, the European Union, Japan, Russia and 
the United States. He said the organization would 
include “no more than 15 members,” and would meet 
annually. 


The World Economic Forum meeting in Davos brings 
together 1,500 of the world’s leading politicians and 
business leaders for six days of brainstorming on the 
world’s most pressing problems. 


Nordic Reaction to Chechnya Conflict 
95P20436 


[FBIS Media Note] Nordic press commentary on the 
conflict in Chechnya has been virtually unanimous in 
criticizing the inaction and mild condemnation of 
Russia by the Nordic governments and the West in 
general. Many Nordic editorials presented the Chechen 
desire for independence in a positive light by comparing 
it to that of the Baltic states, which found tremendous 
sympathy in the Nordics when they were breaking away 
from the Soviet Union. Nordic editorials also high- 
lighted the political and military weaknesses shown by 
the Russians during the conflict and concluded that these 
can only bode ill for democratic reforms in Russia. 


Finland 


Finland’s main national daily, HELSINGIN 
SANOMAT, was the only Nordic paper to publish an 
editorial about Russian demands for a less restrictive 
Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) Treaty, which the 
paper regards as a reflection of domestic instability in 
Russia. On 30 December, the paper expressed concern 
that Russia had tacitly linked demands for eased CFE 
limix. with events in Chechnya. In its lead editorial for 
the day, the newspaper asserted that Moscow had chosen 
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a “mest unfavorable moment” for its official spokesman 
to have “threatened” the West with consequences from 
refusing to change the treaty’s restrictions on Russian 
conventional force numbers in flank areas. The daily 
criticized Russian authorities for viewing an agreement 
designed to reduce tensions in Europe as “an obstacle” 
to dealing with their internal disputes. For this reason 
the paper cautioned the West against giving in to Mos- 
cow's argument that it needed more forces to deal with 
“northern Caucasus” events. (The paper called attention 
to omission of the word “Chechnya” in comments by a 
Russian official on the CFE demands.) The paper 
asserted that a Russian desire to renegotiate the treaty 
following the demise of the Soviet Union and the 
Warsaw Pact could be understood, but that it “was quite 
another thing to demand changes based on an individual 
crisis which Moscow itself has emphatically proclaimed 
its internal affair, and in the same breath to threaten 
unilateral scrapping of the treaty.” 


HELSINGIN SANOMAT next revisited Chechnya edi- 
torially on 4 January, when it warned that Moscow's 
poor handling of the conflict had dealt a “crushing loss of 
prestige” to Moscow’s political and military establish- 
ment, the consequences of which would be felt far and 
wide. While giving credit to the “courageous and able” 
Grozny defenders, the paper blamed Russian leadership 
for overestimating the strength of its own armed forces 
and underestimating Chechen will to resist. 


The next day, HELSINGIN SANOMAT again devoted 
its leading editorial to the dispute, this time criticizing 
the EU's reaction as “slow and contradictory” and 
faulting Finnish officials for following this lead. The 
cautious Finnish reaction, the paper said, was reminis- 
cent of the “nightmare™ scenario frequently voiced by 
opponents of closer ties to the West during the Cold War 
and even during the EU referendum campaign, in which 
Finland would find itself in a joint condemnation of 
Russia or perhaps would have tc participate in sanctions 
against her large eastern neighbor. The paper went on to 
criticize Foreign Minister Heikki Haavisto for the 
“extremely cautious” wording, which only called for a 
peaceful resolution of the internal conflict and a possible 
OSCE [Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe] action to help the victims. Charging that the 
Foreign Ministry reaction brought to mind “the old 
Soviet times,” the daily pointed out that Haavisto had 
watered down his statement so much that specific 
Finnish viewpoints were not even mentioned. 
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Sweden 


A 4 January SVENSKA DAGBLADET editorial criti- 
cized the West's (including Sweden's) reluctance to con- 
demn Russia and fear of destabilizing Yeltsin. In reality, 
according to the paper, any course of action taken by ihe 
West cannot significantly aid Yeltsin in his choice 
between stopping the military action—which would be 
seen as a failure and would encourage other break-away 
republics—and continuing the fighting at great human 
and material cost. The editorial warned against 
becoming too focused on one man, saying: “If Russia ts 
to have a chance to develop democratically, we should be 
careful about backing its leader instead of its democratic 
institutions.” 


Most Swedish editoria!s expressed sympathy for 
Chechen aspirations, and some went as far as to suggest 
that perhaps Sweden should recognize Chechnya as an 
independent country. The 29 December SVENSKA 
DAGBLADET editorial made the comparison between 
Chechnya and the Baltic states’ independence move- 
ments or the decolonization process that occurred in the 
west after World War Il. DAGENS NYHETER wrote on 
28 December that “nobody can rule out recognizing a 
Chechen state,” because “other people have shaped their 
destiny by demonstrating their survival capability, often 
by armed struggle, or have won freedom because an 
empire crumbled.” The newspaper stipulated, however, 
that the Chechen leaders must have control over their 
territory and be able to guarantee the rights of minori- 
tes. 


Norway 


On 7 January, an editorial in Norway's leading daily 
AFTi=NPOSTEN criticized the Norwegian Govern- 
ment s statements on the Chechen conflict. According to 
the Oslo daily, Yeltsin’s human mghts adviser Sergei 
Kovalyov's critical words on Russian actions in 
Chechnya “carry special weight” and should not be 
ignored, as Norway's leadership has done, while at the 
same time making “startling” statements about Russia's 
right to treat Chechnya as an internal atfair. A 27 
December editorial in AFTENPOSTEN saw Russia's 
war in Chechen as a manifestation of the Russian 
“tradition of force,” warning that Russia's neighbors 
should not forget that Russia is “a nation founded on 
force, just as it was when Stalin deported the entire 
Chechen population.” 
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Council of Europe To Consider Expulsion of 
Turkey 


AU3001195295 Paris AFP in English 1927 GMT 
30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Strasbourg, Jan 30 (AFP)}—The 
Council of Europe will discuss in April whether to expel 
Turkey from its ranks because of persistent human rights 
violations in the country, socialist group officials said 
Monday [30 January]. 


The socialist parliamentary group voted 47 to three that 
the Turkish human rights issue be put on the agenda of 
the April 24-28 session, Rudolf Binding of Germany told 
AFP. 


The socialists want Turkey to be removed from the 
Executive Committee of (Foreign) Ministers and the 
Parliamentary Assembly. 


If approved the expulsion would be the first since the 
pan-European bc dy of democratic nations was founded 
in 1949. 


Greece withdrew from the Council of Europe after a 
military regime took over there in 1967. 


Thomas Cox of the British Labour Party rapped Turkey 
for its human rnghts violations and pinpoinied the jailing 
for mary years of Kurdish-origin Turkish legislators. 


Turkish officials were playing for time in promising 
changes but time was running short, he said, adding that 
the credibility of the Council of Europe was at stake. 


Romania's Adrian Severin said the council “sometimes 
acts like diplomats. But we are no diplomats, we are 
politicians and we must act according to our principles.” 


EU President Calis For Stronger European 
Cooperation 

MS3001131395 London FINANCIAL TIMES in 
English 30 Jan 95 p 4 


[Report by Guy de Jonquieres: “Santer Calls For Secu- 
rity Co-operation” ] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Davos—Mr Jacques Santer, 
European Commission president, called at the weekend 
for stronger co-operation in security and defence policy 
to be made a top priority at next year’s intergovern- 
mental conference on the EU's [European Union] future 
development. 


He told tne World Economic Forum in Davos, Switzer- 
land, that the EU was still unable to act decisively to 
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prevent or help resolve crises in places such as the former 
Yugoslavia, Rwanda and Algeria. and that there were 
“serious deficiencies” in the functioning and structure of 
the inter-governmental “pillar” of its common foreign 
and secunity policy 


“We are not co-ordinating our policies adequately, nor 
our strategic planning. We are simply not defining our 
common interests sufficiently, hoodwinking ourselves 
with old formulas that hide the core of the problem; a 
lack of political will to work together as a Union, to share 
responsibility and the costs of joint action.” 


He recalled thai the Maastricht treaty committed the EU 
to a common security policy and eventually to common 
defence. “This too will be a key issue at the 1996 
intergovernmental conference. I am determined that 
significant progress should be made,” he said. 


He said the EU must not depart from the path to 
economic and monetary union laid down in the Maas- 
tricht treaty, and that the achievement of a strong single 
currency would be one of the main priorities of his 
five-year commission presidency. 


However, he said the EU might have to consider a 
multi-speed approach to European integration, though 
its purpose should be to allow some countries time to 
align themselves with the process, not to exclude them 
from it permanently. 


The strongly federalist tone of Mr Santer’s remarks 
clearly upset Mr Michael Portillo, the UK employment 
secretary and a leading Euro- sceptic, who is also 
attending the conference. He said there were “no circum- 
stances” in which his government could recommend to 
parliament in 1996 or 1997 that Britain subscribe to a 
single European currency. 


Mr Santer said the forthcoming inter-governmental con- 
ference must also find ways to streamline the EU's 
institutional framework and decision making proce- 
dures. That was a prerequisite to successful enlargement 
to include new central European members. 


The most important objective of his presidency was to 
strengthen Europe’s economy, to reduce unemployment 
and to improve economic competitiveness without jeop- 
ardising social cohesion and stability. The single market 
must be completed, regulations simplified, interna! trade 
flows expanded and technological performance 
improved. 


He pledged that the EU would keep its market open, play 
a constructive role in the World Trade Organisation and 
accept no unilateral interpretation of world trade laws. 
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Croatia's Granic on Need for Krajina 
‘Reintegration’ 

AU3001125595 Vienna Oesterreich Eins Radio Network 
in German 1100 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[Elisa Wasch report on news conference by Croatian 
Foreign Minister Mate Granic and Austrian Foreign 
Minister Alois Mock in Vienna on 30 January: Granic 
statements in English with superimposed German trans- 
lation] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Wasch] Croatia no longer wants 
UN soldiers on its territory. The 13,000 soldiers must 
leave the country by the end of June. This is certain, as 
Croatian Foreign Minister Granic also stressed in 
Vienna today. The reason he gave is that the UN soldiers 
deployed between Croatia and the Serbian-controlled 
terri.ories in Krajina have not fulfilled their task. Quite 
the contrary. They have helped consolidate the Serbian 
occupation of Krajina. For this reason, the UN soldiers 
have to leave. Croatia would like to regain Krajina by all 
means. It represents a quarter of Croatia's state territory. 
How does Zagreb want to regain Krajina? 


[Granic] Croatia will try to reintegrate the occupied 
territories in a peaceful manner. We would like to 
intensify talks with the Serbs in Krajina—naturally with 
the help of the international community. We are not 
planning military operations. Our main goal is a peaceful 
reintegration. Naturally, there are some nsks. 


[Wasch] Asked why the negotiations with the Krajina 
Serbs cannot be carried out in the presence of the UN 
soldiers, the Croatian foreign minister stated: 


[Granic] UNPROFOR [UN Protection Force] is not 
being received well in Croatia. Croatia will naturally 
allow the international monitoring of the reintegration of 
Krajina—by EU observers, for example, or the OSCE. 


[Wasch] There is also a risk of war, Mate Granic stated. 
However, the Croatian foreign minister does not believe 
that Serbia and Montenegro will intervene on the side of 
the Krajina Serbs because it is very difficult for Belgrade 
to help the Krajina Serbs. Serbia and Krajina are only 
connected by a very narrow corridor through Bosnia. 


Foreign Minister Mock stressed that Austria would have 
preferred the continued presence of the United Nations 
in Croatia. Yet he also expressed understanding for the 
decision of the Croatian president. 


[Mock] I naturally understand Croatia’s irritation. The 
Security Council decided three times—in a very clear 
manner—that the sovereignty of the Croatian Govern- 
ment should be restored over the whole state territory. 
Nothing has been implemented so far. Still, everything 
possible must be done to prevent new hostilities. 


Praises Talks With Klestil, Mock 


LD3001180695 Zagreb Radio Croatia Network in 
Serbo-Croatian 1600 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Here is what Mate Granic, 
Croatian deputy prime ™:nister and min’ster of foreign 
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affairs told our reporter Sendra Posa-Djurin in Vienna 
following talks with [Austrian Foreign] Minister Mock 
and President Klestil: 


[Begin recording] [Granic] | am very pleased with the 
talks with Minister Mock and President Klestil. They 
showed a great degree of understanding for the policy of 
Croatia both regarding the territorial integrity and sov- 
ereignty of Croatia and its desire to reintegrate on its 
own—in a peaceful way, through negotiations—to 
peacefully reintegrate occupied areas. In any case, they 
showed less concern than our other friends regarding a 
possible conflict with the local Serbs, and the Bosnian 
Serbs, and Serbs from Serbia possibly joining the war. we 
also discussed that, but in any case Austna, Minister 
Mock and President Kiestil, have been and remain great 
friends of Croatia. 


We also had talks about the situation in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina, particularly about the implementation of 
the Washington agreement, establishment of the federa- 
tion, and its firm links with Croatia, about our bilateral 
relations, our relations with the federation, with Sara- 
jevo, about negotiations, possible negotiations with Bel- 
grade. As far as this is concerned I said that our stands 
would be very clear: We are ready to discuss mutual 
recognition, but without any bartering, exclusively on 
the basis of recognition and normalization of relations 
because this is a sure contribution to peace and stability 
in the entire region, and it is also a signal to the Knin 
Serbs to negotiate with the legitimate Croatian Govern- 
ment. It is a signal to them that their place is in Croatia, 
only possible within the Republ.c of Croatia. 


[Posa-Djurin] Minister Mock said at the news confer- 
ence that Austria was now in a new situation, it has a 
joint foreign policy with the European Union. 


{[Granic] That is true. But this likewise means that 
Austria will be better able to provide important assis- 
tance to Croatia i. ihe processes of its European integra- 
tion. That ticans the inclusion in the Council of Europe, 
the PHARE [Poland-Hungary Actions for Economic 
Reconversion] program, beginning of negotiations on 
trade and tariffs with the European Union. Austria, 
which knows best the situation in Croatia and Bosnia- 
Herzegovina, will surely de the strongest advocate of our 
policy. [end recording] 


Official Views PFP, Neutrality With NATO's 
Claes 


AU3001172295 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in 
German 30 Jan 95 p I 


[Unattributed report: “‘Austria’s Neutrality Not 
Affected” ] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Brussels—Austria’s participa- 
tion in the NATO program “Partnership for Peace” 
(PFP) is compatible with Austria’s neutrality. This is 
what NATO Secretary General Willy Claes told parlia- 
mentary president Heinz Fischer (Social Democratic 
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Party of Austria) during a meeting in Brussels on Friday 
[27 January] that lasted over an hour. 


The Austrians themselves can decide in which activities 
they want to participate. However, participation in the 
PFP program must not be viewed as a step toward full 
NATO membership. 


For Austria, participation in the program would entail 
additional information. It is “necessary to think about 
the future security structure and get practical experi- 
ence,” Fischer pointed out. For this reason, it was right 
to accept observer status in the Western European 
Union. 


Once a basic decision on participation in the PFP 
program is made—as pianned in the next cabinet meet- 
ing—Austria must work out its “program.” Fischer men- 
tioned peacekeeping missions, measures to democratize 
the East European armies, disaster aid, disarmament, 
and the conversion of military plants as possible fields of 
action for Austria. 


Austria’s membership in NATO. however, is not com- 
patible with its neutrality, Fischer stated. At the same 
time, NATO is “most carefully” setting about its expan- 
sion because the acceptance of new members will entail 
“sizable” new tasks. Claes promised to give a speech in 
Vienna at the beginning of June. Fischer extended the 
invitation in coordination will all parliamentai y parties. 
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Klestil Ends Talks To Save Hearing on Mochovce 


AU3001165495 Vienna DER STANDARD in German 
30 Jan 95 p I 


[“est”-signed report: “Mochovce Hearing Will Take 
Place”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] Davos—Over the weekend [28- 
29 January], President Thomas Klestil informed Chan- 
cellor Franz Vranitzky by telephone from Davos in 
Switzerland of successful talks to save the hearing in 
Vienna on the Mochovce nuclear power: plant in Slova- 
kia: Both Jacques de Larosiere, president of the Euro- 
pean Development Bank, and Director General Gilles 
Menage from the French company involved in ihe 
Slovak plant, promised at the Davos World Economic 
Forum to send representatives to Vienna to participate 
in a discussion of 200 experts to be carried live by the 
Austrian television. 

In the second part of the program, citizens can call in and 
ask the responsidle officials questions. According to 
Klestil, Slovak President Michal Kovac has promised to 
ensure his country’s participation in such a hearing. 

De Larosiere stressed that the closure of the old nuclear 
power plant in Bohunice is one of the essential condi- 


tions for the loan for Mochovce. Moreover, the Vienna 
hearing must take place before 14 February. 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 























6 UNITED KINGDOM 


Defense Secretary Attacks Idea of Federal Europe 


LD3001164595 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1519 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[By Charles Miller, Defence Correspondent, PA News] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Britain was on a direct collision 
course with EU President Jacques Santer tonight with an 
outspoken attack on demands for a new leap towards a 
federal Europe. Defence Secretary Malcolm Rifkind said 
ideological federalist ambitions were dead and burned. 


In a hard-hitting speech to the Royai Institute of Inter- 
national Relations in Brussels, he set out the Govern- 
ment’s total opposition to surrendering the final 
authority of the nation state to a federal body. And he 
called for the formation of an Atlantic Assembly of 
senators, congressmen and European parliamentarians 
to strengthen transatlantic links on trade and economic 
matters as well as defence and security. 


Mr Rifkind, a Euro-moderate, has shifted ground in line 
with the Cabinet's new get-tough policy on Europe. The 
Prime Minister is determined to fight any moves to 
remove Britain's right of veto, increase the power of the 
European Parliament, or change majority voting rights 
that would make it more difficult to block proposals. 


“The Modern liberal state remains the fundamental 
basis for establishing and maintaining democracy and 
the rule of law in a way that will be meaningful to 
individuals and consistent with their sense of identity,” 
said Mr Rifkind. “And it remains inconceivable to me to 
consider constructing the kind of international order we 
want on anything other than the nation state as the basic 
building block.” 


Mr Rifkind said overall strategy must combine a “resur- 
gence of the Atlantic Community with expansion and 
adaptation of the EU, the search for a long-term rela- 
tionship with Russia and a balanced response to the 
aspirations of central and eastern European countries”. 


The call for an Atlantic Assembly ts certain to anger 
European federalists, particularly in France and Belgium, 
where US economic and military might are viewed with 
deep-held distrust. But Mr Rifkind insisted the EU must 
become more outward-looking and less introspective. 


The lack of opportunities for US and European parlia- 
mentarians to get together to discuss key issues has led to 
disagreements on matters such as Bosnia, he said. He 
proposed an Atlantic Assembly meeting for a week each 
year, with 150 US senators and congressmen and 150 
European national parliamentarians taking part. 


NATO must remain the bedrock of defence on both sides 
of the Atlantic, he said. And he made clear Britain would 
never cede control of its armed forces to a federal body 
and stressed an EU defence and security policy should be 
based on cooperation between nation states and not 
dictated by “supranational bodies”. 
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One of the most difficult challenges facing Europe was 
the integration of Russia into the European and westem 
“family of nations”. Mr Rifkind acknowledged Russian 
reforms had entered a disturbing phase and warned the 
path ahead would not be smooth. But he added: “What 
we cannot, and must not, do is simply to turn our back 
on Russia. That would be self-defeating and cast 2 long 
shadow over the task of European construction. We need 
to combine pressure on Russia to behave in accordance 
with agreed principles of behaviour with encouragement, 
understanding and the exercise of imagination.” 


Views Government Policy on EU 


MS3101113095 London BBC Television Network in 
English 2230 GMT 30 Jan 95 


{Interview with Malcolm Rifkind, Secretary for Defense, 
by Jeremy Paxman; Rifkind in Brussels, Paxman in 
London; from the “Newsnight” program—live] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] [Paxman] Mr Rifkind are you 
comfortable with this new colder tone from Downing 
Street? 


[Rifkind] Weil I think what we are seeing at the present 
time is the Conservative Party adopting a policy which 
all members of the Conservative Party ought to be 
comfortable with, because I think the vast majority of 
Conservatives, rather like the vast majority of the British 
public, want the United Kingdom to be in the European 
Linion, accept the European Union as part of our future, 
for we're also wanting to de comfortable with a European 
Union that does not threaten the identity of each of its 
member states and aliows national governments to deter- 
mine, and national parliaments determine matters that 
can be quite properly decided at that level. 


[Paxman] So you are agreeing with Lord Howe [former 
Deputy Prime Minister] that foreign policy is essentially 
being formulated in the interests of party unity’ 


[Rifkind] I don't think that is correct, I think that’s a 
very unfair allegation to make. | think within the Con- 
servative Party, as within the Labor Party, and indeed in 
the country as a whole, there is a legitimate debate that 
has been taking place as to what is the national interest of 
the United Kingdom. I believe very deeply that the 
national interest of the United Kingdom is to be within 
the European Union, but to emphasize of the kind of 
union that, not just the people of Britain, | suspect 
increasingly people throughout Europe want to see, is a 
European Union that only insists on harmonization, 
whereas it is self-evidently necessary for the well-being of 
the people of Europe, and that is only in a limited 
number of areas. 


[Paxman] Are you maintaining there has been no change 
of emphasis? 


[Rifkind] I think what has happened is that throughout 
the Cabinet and throughout the Government there has 
been a realization that we actually have to emphasize 
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that the debate that has taken place within the Conser- 
vative Party has not really been about fundamentals, and 
1 don’t think there are any members of the Cabinet who 
want to see the Nation State removed or altered in it’s 
fundamental identity, but I think the public presentation 
of the issues in the past has given the impression that on 
one end of the Party there are people who are hostile to 
Britain's interests as a Nation State. On the other end of 
the spectrum are those who want to see us outside the 
European Union altogether, and I think that has been a 
false comparison. 


[Paxman] I take it then—is that a ‘yes’ there has been a 
change of policy, you accept there has been change of 
emphasis at least in presentation. 


[Rifkind] Oh yes, there certainly has been a change of 
emphasis. I think there's been a realization that if the 
vast majority of Conservatives, rather like the vast 
majority of the British public, want us in the European 
Union, but emphasizing the kind of community which 
we will all be comfortable with, then it really has to be 
spelled out on those terms, so that people can see that the 
Conservative Party is a party which remains European in 
its instincts, but does not wish to see a Europe which is 
highly centralized. 


[Paxman] You keep talking about the perception of the 
Party and a policy that is acceptable to all parts of the 
Party. Your not talking about the national interest? 


[Rifkind] Well I'm sorry, when you're talking about the 
Government Party, then for the Government *¢ ve able 
to negotiate on behalf of the United Kingdom, the 
Governmert has to be able to present a position which is 
perceived to be a position that the Government's Party 
can all rally round, otherwise the Government's own 
ability to negotiate is greatly weakened, gnd I think 14 is 
crucially in the national interest that the Government, 
when it negotiates on behalf of the United Kingdom, 
does so in a united and confident way. 


[Paxman] But how can we continue to repeat observa- 
tions, platitudes, call it what you will, about being of the 
heart of Europe when we are resolutely refusing to 
engage in the dialogue about where Europe ought to go? 


[Rifkind] Well I'm sorry, we are engaging in the dialogue. 
We have a single European market in Europe at the 
present time, because a Conservative Government 
argued successfully for that. We are about to contem- 
plate the enlargement of the European Union to allow 
the new democracies to join because the United 
Kingdom was in the forefront of the argument calling for 
that as well. So you mustn't assume that being in the 
heart of Europe is excepting that the European Union 
must be some centralized, highly controlled, Brussels 
determined organization, that is not the only kind of 
Europe that can be contemplated. 


[Paxman] But is not fair to say that on matters like 
extension of powers of the European Parliament, any 
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erosion of national veto, any changes to arrangements on 
qualified majority voting, your position is ‘no’, ‘no’, 
‘no’? 

[Rifkind] Well we have made it clear—this is not a new 
position, with all respects, since 1979 I think it’s been 
perfectly evident to any objective commentator that the 
United Kingdom does not believe in giving additional 
powers to the European Parliament, it’s very skeptical 
about increases in majority voting... 


[Paxman, interrupting] You conceeded that last year? 
[Rifkind] I'm sorry? 
[Pa.man] You conceeded that last year of course? 


[Rifkind] No, on the contrary, on the contrary, the 
biggest decision that was taken on the single—on the 
majority voting, was a decision taken by Mrs Thatcher, 
when she was Prime Minister, in order to achieve the 
single European Market. On all other occasions the 
British Government has been very skeptical about mat- 
ters of that kind, and I think it’s nght to emphasize that. 


[Paxman] But how is that consonant with what we signed 
up to at Maastricht which was for an ever-closer union of 


the European peoples? 


[Rifkind] Yes, and I think there should be an ever-closer 
union of matters where it is essential to have a common 
view in order to actually achieve what European 
requires, for example—the removal of trading barriers, 
for example—the completion of the Single Market, but 
you know an ever-closer union does not require us to 
have the same employment policy, or the same social 
policy in every single part of Europe, from Greece to the 
north of Scotland. We see in the United States of 
America, California having totally different policy in 
many respects to Texas, and that’s one country. Why on 
earth in Europe do we need to expect uniformity in order 
for Europe to realize it's destiny. Europe strengthen is 
it’s diversity, not it’s uniformity. 

[Paxman] One final question—Have you got your eye on 
the Foreign Secretaryship when you're making these 
noises? 


[Rifkind] You were asking me about the national interest 
earlier on, the national interest is that Douglas Hurd 
remains Foreign Secretary for the rest of this Parliament. 
He is one of the greatest assets United Kingdom has. 


[Paxman] Mr Rifkind, thank's very much for joining us. 


EU Plans Sure To Enrage Tory Euroskeptics 


LD3101123495 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1142 GMT 31 Jan 95 


[By Geoff Meade, PA News, in Brussels] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Plans for Europe's future, guar- 
anteed to further enrage ory Euro-sceptics, were 
unveiled in Brussels today. 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 











8 UNITED KINGDOM 


Euro socialists added to Prime Minister John Major's 
woes with a provocative 32-page document calling for: 


—An end to the UK's night of veto in European decision 
making 


— W ithdrawal of the Social Policy opt-out 


—creation of a president of the entire European Union, 
ruling over the Brussels Commission and EU govern- 
ment ministers. 


The leader of the 221-strong Socialist Group, Pauline 
Green. emphasised that the provocative report con- 
tayeed. fothing more than ideas for discussion. But it will 
be seer at Westmisnter as yet more ammunition for the 
Eur® sce;rtics in their relentless campaign against further 
intcrys ser:cs from Brussels when Europe's future is nego- 
tiated a\ ‘he {96 Inter-Governmental Conference 


[IGC]. 


Today's “Reflection Document” will be discussed by 
Euro Socialists at a special session of talks next week on 
the IGC. It was written by former French European 
Affairs Minister Elisabeth Guigou, now a Socialist MEP. 


Mrs Green, MEP for London North, told a news confer- 
ence in Brussels: “The debate on Europe's future is 
already highly charged in some countries. 


“This paper presents a comprehensive analysis of the 
choices Europe will have to consider in the coming year. 
It does not represent the position of the Socialist Group, 
but 1s intended to stimulate as full a debate as possible.” 


She doubted if some of its ideas—such as a president of 
the Union—would ever command majority backing. But 
it was clear today that most socialists would have no 
trouble endorsing the call to remove the British Social 
Policy opt-out, and the complete removal of any veto on 
Euro policy. The paper says qualified majority voting 
should be used in all fields. In a future EU of 25 or may 
be 30 member states a need for unanimity nsked causing 


paralys.s: 


“It is clear that in our Union the important interests of 
every member state must be taken into account—indeed 
they always are. But is it necessary to give an unassail- 
able legal right to each and every member to oppose or 
veto every decision?” says Mrs Guigou. 


She says next year’s conference should roll back the UK's 
opt-out on social legislation in Europe. It should repeat 
the insistence on a single currency, and should give the 
European Parliament more democratic control. 


Mrs Green said the Maastricht Treaty “was a calamity in 
terms of awareness of the generai public”. Clarity was 
needed from governments about what sort of Europe 
they were trying to create. 
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McGuinness Views Ulster Peace Process 


MS300! 142095 London ITV Television Network in 
English 0700 GMT 29 Jan 95 


[Interview with Martin McGuinness, vice president of 
Sinn Fein, by Alistair Stewart; McGuinness in Lon- 
donderry, Stewart in London; from the “Sunday Pro- 
gram”—live] 

[FBIS Transcribed Text] [Stewart] Mr McGuinness good 
morning to you. 


{McGuinness} Good morning. 


[Stewart] Is it your view that the prisoner release that 
you talked about yesterday across the board, including 
private Clegg, but also volunteers, that a general 
amnesty, as it were, and release of prisoners is the most 
likely thing to reinvigorate the peace process? 


[McGuinness] Well we've always said that the release of 
prisoners, as in the South Africa conflict resolution 
Situation was in the sense, an element in the peace 
process, and as you are aware Dublin has already begun 
to release prisoners. So we think it would be an impor- 
tant contribution at this stage of the process if the British 
Government were to do likewise. But these are not the 
preconditions for talks. 


[Stewart] No I understand that you're not making it a 
precondition and that was also made clear by you 
yesterday. What I'm trying to seek from you is—what 
you think the most likely event politically could be to 
reinvigorate this process, and is it actually the release of 
prisoners? 

[McGuinness] Well actually I think the most important 
development at this stage is to bring al! the parties to the 
negotiation table. What we need is the Dublin and the 
London Governments to bring all the parties to the 
negotiation table as soon as possible. There should be no 
delay, and although there has been a tremendous amount 
of discussion about the framework document cve’ the 
course of the last two years, but this should not prevent 
us moving to all-party talks and we believe that if there 
is % failure to agree a framework document, and there 
does ap, -ar to be some difficulties about that, then the 
two governments should movc decisively to bring all the 
parties to the negotiating table. 


[Stewart] What is the time scale imperative on that, how 
long can you wait for that to happen? 


[McGuinness] Weil it’s fair to say that there is consider- 
able unease in Ireland, across the board, about the 
British Government's attitude towards moving into an 
all-party talks situation, and this unease I think is shared 
by many people, not just republicans but many people 
within all political parties in Ireland | think are some- 
what perplexed about this failure to agree the framework 
document. So I think that the British Government needs 
to take cognizance of that and recognize that the 
momentum of the peace process has to be kept up, and 
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that the public expectation is that we move decisively 
toward inclusive peace talks as soon as possibie. 


[Stewart] Can you conceive of a situation were those 
face-to- face talks could take place without the publica- 
tion of the framework document? 


[McGuinness] Well if there is a failure to agree the 
framework document, people then need to take account 
of were we sit on the peace process, and clearly there is a 
very high expectation in Ireland and Britain and inter- 
nationally (hat we're moving towards a situation where 
all the parties will be around the negotiating table, and 
obviously the British Government have said that ihe 
contents of the framework document would form the 
basis for roundtable negotiations. Well if the British and 
Dublin Government's can't agree the framework docu- 
ment then I think we have to move on and attempt to 
bring the parties to the negotiating table and see what we 
can do from that standing point. This is the next crucial 
stage in the process, and it would be I think very 
seriously damaging to the peace process if this there were 
not to happen sooner rather than later. 


[Stewart] So you can conceive then of a situation where 
you would be sitting one side of a table and Sir Patrick 
Mayhew [Secretary for Northern Ireland] or Michael 
Ancrim [Minister of State for Northern Ireland] would 
be sitting on the other side of the table without the 
framework document between you, that is conceivable? 


{McGuinness} I think it 1s conceivable although I'm not 
sure what the British Government's attitude to that 
would be, but we have to recognize is that the whole 
debate about the peace process 1s moving on. I have been 
in London this week, I've been speaking to representa- 
tives of, well individuals, MP's within the Conservative 
Party, Peter Temple-Morris for example, MP’s in the 
Labor Party, and representatives of the Liberal Demo- 
cratic Party, and | “as very encouraged by (name indis- 
tinct) comments that she would expect now that the next 
stage in the process would be that the British Govern- 
ment representatives would meet—political representa- 
tives would meet with Sinn Fein. 


[Stewart] Can I just put one possible scenaro to you 
though, because that does sound quite positive—what 
would happen, do you think, in terms of the way in 
Northern Ireland particularly feel about the current 
impass, if were private Clegg were to be released, all be it 
on license, but the volunteers, no volunteers at all were 
released. What impact would that have on the nationalist 
community? 


{McGuinness} Well I think that the hypocrisy which has 
been displayed by the British establishment over this 
issue has been absolutely appalling, although it has come 
as no surprise to many withing the nationalist commu- 
nity. | think that many people believe that what we have 
to achieve 1s a situation where there is a release of 
prisoners across the board without exception, and there 
needs to be a comprehensive approach to the release of 
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prisoners, and not just a selective approach, as we have 
seen in the British establishment's attitude to this situa- 
tion in the course of the last four or five days. 


[Stewart] Do you see private Clegg and Seen Kelly, the 
volunteer who was jailed for 25 years on thursday, as 
being in the league? 


[McGuinness] Well I see everybody who has been 
imprisoned as a result of the conflict in Ireland as 
victims of that conflict, 2nd I think that we are now five 
months into the peace process. The situation has held 
very solidly indeed, there 1s a very high public expecta- 
tion that we must keep up the momentum of the peace 
process, that we must move on to all-party talks, and I 
think people are looking for initiatives to be taken by 
peopl- on all sides to keep the momentum of the peace 
process going and the release of prisoners is one way to 
do that, and we have seen the Dublin Government do 
this in the course of the last few weeks, and : think it 
would be an expectation thai this would continue in the 
course of the next few weeks 


[Stewart] So you would expect, and the people that you 
speak for ir. Northern Ireland would expect that if 
private Clegg walked, seen Kelly should also walk? 


{McGuinness} As far as I'm concerned everybody who 
has been convicted as a result of the conflict in Ireland, 
no matter whut prison they're in, no maiter Country 
they're in, should be released. 


[Stewart] Alrnght. Do you think the British Government 
are now beginning to renage on even the compromise of 
cross-border institutions, given that they are still clearly 
light veacs away from a united Ireland. 


[McGuinness] Well the short answer to that is that we 
just don’t know. Over the course of the recent while we 
have seen speculation in the IRISH TIMES, we've seen 
speculation in the FINANCIAL TIMES, and every time 
we open a newspaper or see a television program people 
are speculating as to the content of the framework 
document. So it’s really worthless at this stage me 
speculating what is in the document. What we need to do 
is to move decisively on, and many people have the 
opinion here in Ireland, and it has caused great unease, 
and I'm sure it must be causing great unease also in 
Britain, and that is that the British Government appear 
to be deliberately stalling the process, and I think that 
that is a very very serious mistake and the British 
Government needs to recognize that we must keep up 
the momentum of the peace process and move on 
decisively to all-party peace talks as soon as possible. 


[Stewart] So what has happened between the claim that 
you made in October 1994 that you'd been assured at a 
very senior level that a united Ireland was on the agenda, 
to now, here we are in January 1995, and your telling me 
in the last few seconds, that the British Government is 
deliberately stalling the peace process. What's gone 
wrong, what's happened, what's the evidence? 
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{McGuinness} Well when I made the claim in October 
1994 I never said for one minute that I believed what 
that British Government representative had told me, but 
cleariy over the course of the last five of six months I 
think many people here in Ireland are just dumbfounded 
as to why the British Government are not moving more 
decisively in the process. People are looking at the 
dragging of feet, the stalling, and they're just wondering 
what the British Government's agenda is, and tha‘ is 
causing considerable unease and | do believe that if there 
is a failure by the British Government to engage politi- 
cally in this process then the process is facing a very 
serious crisis down the road. 


[Stewart] Does it go so far as to say that the cease-fire 
itself is in jeopardy because of what you describe as being 
this foot-dragging process. Is the cease-fire precarious 
this morning? 


[McGuinness] The peace process is in the realms of being 
precarious. I have no doubt whatsoever about that... 


[Stewart, interrupting] The cease-fire that you celebrated 
as announced by the IRA, is that also precarious this 
morning? 


[McGuinness] Weil I’m satisfied from my travels around 
Ireland that Irish republicans are very seriously com- 
mitted to the peace process, and I think most people in 
Britain, and we’ve many people there over the course of 
the last few days, and certainly everybody that we've ret 
in Ireland are absolutely convinced that republicans 
have taken great risks in the search for peace, have made 
a massive contribution to the peace process... 


[Stewart, interrupting] Is their patience running out, 
that’s my point? 


[McGuinness] Well I think what people are looking to 
see is whether or not the British Government is going to 
take some risks in the process. I don’t think we should be 
pessimistic about what is going to develop in the future 
in regard to situation here on the ground. I think what we 
need to focus our attention on is thai the great respon- 


sibility that the British Government has in joining with © 


the Dublin Government here who are quite prepared to 
do it, is to bring all the parties to the negotiating table as 
soon as possible, and if there is a failure by the British 
Government to do that, then there is no ‘~ubt that the 
peace process itself is in very serious trouble. 


[Stewart] Martin McGuinness, thank you very much for 
joining us. 
Adams Believes Peace Process Under Threat 


MS3001152095 Belfast BELFAST TELEGRAPH in 
English 27 Jan 95 p 10 


[Article by Sinn Fein President Gerry Adams: “‘Peace: 
The Need To Move Forward” 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Nineteen ninety five will be a 
decisive year in Anglo-Irish relationships. The peace 


FBIS-WEU-94-020 
31 January 1995 


process which came to Public prominence in 1993 and 
which moved the entire situation forward in 1994 must 
move forward even further in 1995; that mi ~h is at least 
obvious if we are to secure a peace settlement. 


Nineteen ninety four was an amazing year. Great work 
was done. But we have not yet got peace. Justice remains 
absent from any of the institutions in the occunied area. 
British troops continue their ruilitary activities, the 
prisons remain full and the real peace talks have yet to 
begin. So there is a lot of work to be done. 


Looking back on 1994 one gets some sense of the type of 
year it was by reflecting briefly on the week before 
Christmas. In that one week there were four meetings. 
These were between Sinn Fein and the British Govern- 
ment representatives at Stormont [Irish Parliament]; 
between Sinn Fein and Fianna Fail—now the main party 
of opposition in Dublin; between a delegation of Sinn 
Fein and the SDLP [Social Democratic Labour Party] 
and between myself and the new Taoiseach, [Irish Prime 
Minister] John Bruton. 


These meeting are a sign of how much the parameters 
have been publicly shifted in the recent past. Most 
sceptics would have scoffed at the notion of such get- 
togethers. Now they are taken for granted. This is impor- 
tant. We have all come a long way and there is great hope 
and expectation. 


But how far the situation can be moved along in this new 
year depends on whether the British Government is 
willing to tackle the core issues which cause conflict in 
Ireland. There is widespread concern throughout nation- 
alist Ireland about the seriousness of Mr Major and his 
commitment to the peace process. 


Given the history of British strategy in Ireland there is 
alv'ays cause for republicans to be apprehensive about 
the British government’s attitude, but the present con- 
cern is much wider than the republican constituency. It 
affects all of nationalist Ireland and others who may not 
be nationalist, but who are concerned to see a peaceful 
and functioning democracy on this island. 


Their concern comes from the British government's 
refusal so far, and despite all of the great advances of last 
year, to pro-actively move the situation forward. The 
British immobility is reflected in its attitude to prisoners. 
This Christmas, for example, fewer prisoners received 
parole. 


It is reflected in the refusal by British forces to demili- 
tarise the situation in a significant way. Complaints of 
harassment by the RUC [Royal Ulster Constabulary] 
and British Army continue to come from nationalist 
areas. It is also reflected in the refusal of the British to 
recognise the rights of Sinn Fein voters. 


The rights of Sinn Fein voters 


We do not seek preferential treatment. We simply want 
equality of treatment. Sinn Fein will not permit our 
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voters to be treated as second class citizens. The British 
government must recognise our democratic mandate. 
This is one of the key points which has been put by the 
Sinn Fein delegation, led by Martin McGuinness, at the 
meetings with the British at Stormont. 


The people we are meeting at Stormont are not policy 
makers and this phase of our discussions with them is 
from our point of view, dealing with the logistics of 
moving to all-party talks and of us receiving assurances 
that the British government recognises the rights of our 
voters. 


Three meetings have taken place to date; December 9 
and December 19, 1994 and January 16, 1995. More 
than three months elapsed from the IRA cessation on 
September | until the commencement of talks. Five 
weeks have elapsed since then. Saturday, January 28, 
1995—marks the 150th day of the IRA ceasefire. 


Sinn Fein’s approach. 


Sinn Fein’s agenda for the meetings with the British 
government to date has been straightforward and vital to 
positively progressing the situation. 


That is: The need to move to inclusive peace talks; The 
need for London to recognise and accept Sinn Fein’s 
democratic mandate; and accord Sinn Fein and our 
electorate equality of treatment as an enabling element 
to move in that direction. 


We have provided the British government with three 
written submissions outlining our basis for entry into 
dialogue and arguing the need for peace talks. 


We have also raised such matters as the release of 
prisoners and the need for a comprehensive demilitari- 
sation. We have spelt out in detail the nature and extent 
of political discrimination against Sinn Fein and the 
Sinn Fein electorate. 


Our approach has been frank, positive and patient and 
takes its broad direction from the joint statement of 
September 6, 1994, issued by the then Taoiseach Albert 
Reynolds, SDLP leader John Hume and myself . 


“We are at the beginning of a new era which we are 
totally committed to democratic and peaceful methods 
of resolving our political problems. We reiterate that our 
objective is an equitable and lasting agreement that can 
command the allegiance of all.” 


The British Government Approach 


After a three month delay to the commencement of talks 
and five weeks into them the British government has, as 
yet, failed to impact political representation into the 
delegation. 


Two written submissions have been provided by the 
British government to Sinn Fein. The first outlined the 
British government's basis for entry in dialogue. The 
second is a broad non-definitive response to a number of 
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questions put to the British government by Sinn Fein in 
our written submissions of Deceinber 19, 1994 and 
January 16, 1995. 


The British government delegation has been quite frank 
in putting the position that Sinn Fein is not to be 
accorded equality of treatment despite the acceptance of 
the delegation leader Quentin Thomas that Sinn Fein 
threatens no-one and that Sinn Fein is a ’main’ political 
party with an electoral mandate. 


I believe the British government is engaged in a strategy 
which involves at best stalling the process through the 
deliberate erection of barriers to progress on a bogus 
pretext—at worst—attempting to create and sustain a 
crisis in the peace process around the iss*:e of the IRA 
arms. And atiempting to accomplish this in a way which 
portrays Sinn Fein as being the unreasonable and inflex- 
ible party. 


Sinn Fein’s position on the weapons issue is transparent. 
The entire logic of a peace process is that through peace 
talks we arrive at a peace settlement which removes the 
causes of the conflict and removes forever the guns from 
the political equation in Ireland. 


Peace talks are the vital issue involved here. The British 
government's refusal to recognise the right of Sinn Fein 
voters is the crux of this matter. 


Sinn Fein is not the IRA. It does not have any guns. In 
our submission to the British government on January 16 
we stated the reality of the situation. 


“Sinn Fein is totally committed to bringing about the 
complete and permanent removal of all guns from Irish 
politics. To bring about, in the word of the British 
government ‘the decommissioning’ of all weapons of 
war. 


“Without this commitment the peace process would not 
have been brought to its present position. The most 
important element in bringing the situation to this point, 
as is universally acknowledged, was the IRA’s announce- 
ment of August 31 1994. In our view the British govern- 
ment know this. 


“Attempts, therefore, to link the issue of the IRA’s 
weapons to your continued refusal to recognise the rights 
of the Sinn Fein electorate are disingenuous. We are 
concerned, therefore, that the British government's posi- 
tion on the decommissioning of IRA weapons is, at best, 
a Stalling tactic, at worst an atternpt to create a situation 
of crisis in the peace process around the issue. This must 
be avoided . 


“Our position on this matter is transparent. We wish to 
use our influence on all matters, in a positive way and 
with the aim of advancing the peace process. How we use 
our influence and how much influence we have is a 
matter of judgment for us. 


“Be assured of our commitment but be assured also that 
efforts by you to subvert the integrity of Sinn Fein’s 
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position on the rights of our electorate as a pretext for 
stalling the peace process will serve only to undermine 
and subvert the peace process itself. ” 


So where will London’s stance leave the peace process? Is 
the British government telling us that unless there is a 
surrender by the IRA of their weapons, or “substantial 
progress” on this that the peace process is over? What 
other logic is there to this position? 


Tory-Unionist alliance 


London’s attitude to negotiations with Dublin has also 
been marked by stalling and diversionary tactics. This 
week’s meeting between Patrick Mayhew and Dick 
Spring was therefore an important one. 


In recent weeks there has been a lot of speculation about 
the framework document, when will it be published, 
what is in it, will it signal joint authority, and what does 
"executive powers’ mean and so on. 


What is clear however, is that there is a Tory-unionist 
alliance—pan unionism?—which is seeking to exploit 
the current uncertainty for party political advantage. 


The recent revelation from former Taoiseach Albert 
Reynolds that the British government had accepted the 
principle that there should be cross-border bodies with 
executive powers and an overall all- Ireland body is also 
my understanding of what was agreed at that time. 


How this shapes up in the final draft or indeed if there 
will be a final draft-and remember there has been talk of 
a framework document for two and a half years remains 
to be seen. 


Republican attitude. 


The Republican attitude to the framework’ document is 
straightforward. We seek an end to British interference 
in our country. We seek an end to partition, division and 
coercion. That is our goal and we will pursue it with 
determination. Sinn Fein will judge the framework doc- 
ument pragmatically and in the context of our objec- 
tives, policy and strategy. 


The framework document will be an indicator of the 
British government’s intentions. We will assess it or any 
other document as proposals that are to be discussed, 
agreed, rejected or changed in the context of all-party 
talks with everyone at the table and everything on the 
table. 
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In Sinn Fein’s view this document should be published 
as soon as possible and if there are continued difficulties 
with this real peace talks should commence without the 
document. 


In all of this the London government’s attitude is crucial. 
We cannot make peace unless it wants to make peace 
also. 


Unionist Veto 


Britain’s provision of a veto to the unionists, the nega- 
tive effect of that on the peace process and unionist 
resistance to even contemplating a change in the status 
quo, is a reflection of the politics of their position. 


Major’s repeated assurance, to the unionists that they 
have a lock on political progress is a good example of the 
veto in operation—and an example of the British gov- 
ernment'’s use of the unionists to excuse its own failure to 
effect political progress in regard to the peace process. 


The British government cannot hide behind a unionist 
intransigence built on British guarantees and support. It 
is for Mr Major to provide clear leadership, to fulfill his 
obligations by facilitating consent and agreement and to 
stop the, cynical manipulation of the unionists. 


The unionists must be persuaded that there is no going 
back to the policies and structures which have been tried 
and failed. 


The British government must remove the unionist veto 
and create the level playing, pitch essential to meaningful 
negotiations. It must stop stalling the peace process and 
agree to move quickly to all party talks. 


Nationalist expectations 


It is also important to note that there is an intense effort 
to lower nationalist expectations and to dilute nation- 
alist aspirations as we face into the next phase of the 
peace process. 


The last time this happened was in the build up to the 
Anglo- Irish Agreement at Hillsborough almost eight 
years ago and a year ago on the eve of the Downing Street 
Declaration. Then we were promised that the national- 
ists nightmare had ended. The sad history since then has 
shown the shallowness of these claims. 


Much more is needed this time to move the situation on 
irreversibly towards a lasting peace. Everyone involved 
should be mindful that this is the best opportunity for 
peace in the last 75 years. 


Republicans have not struggled for all this time to see 
this opportunity squandered because of deals between 
unionism and John Major’s government or for any other 
reason. 
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CDU Official Urges ‘Political Pressure’ Over 
Chechnya 


AU3001132895 Hamburg BILD AM SONNTAG in 
German 29 Jan 95 p § 


[Guest commentary” by Rudolf Seiters, deputy 
chairman of the Christian Democratic Union/Christian 
Social Union Bundestag Group: “Halt Agreements With 
Russia”™} 


[FBIS Translated Text] Of course, the Russian Govern- 
ment has a right and an obligation to keep its country 
together. But you cannot secure Russian unity by vio- 
lating human rights. The brutal military operation 
against the population of Chechnya also violates binding 
international agreements that Boris Yeitsin concluded. 
That is why we strongly criticize the behavior of the 
Russian Government and demand a politica! solution. 


Economic sanctions will not get us anywhere. They 
would only hit the wrong people, the population, and 
would strengthen the opponents of democracy. But polit- 
ical pressure is exactly the right course. That is why the 
Council of Europe has postponed negotiations on Rus- 
sia’s membership. Although the trade and cooperation 
agreement between the European Union and Russia is 
ready to be signed, this, too, can only come into force if 
Russia respects human nights. 


I can understand our Eastern Euiopean neighbors’ desire 
for joining NATO becoming even stronger now. I think 
it is desirable that Poland, Hungary, and the Czech and 
Slovak Republics should become members of NATO 
before the year 2000. 


Bisky Outlines PDS Policy, Rejects Stalinism 


AU3101114795 Berlin NEUES DEUTSCHLAND in 
German 28-29 Jan 95 p 6 


[“Excerpts” from speech by Lothar Bisky, chairman of 
the Party of Democratic Socialism, at the fourth party 
congress in Berlin on 27 January: “Policy Marked by 
Solidarity and Alternative Programs on a Republicwide 
Basis”’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Party of Democratic 
Socialism [PDS] has the confidence of more than 2 
million voters. However—and no one has the right to 
call this into question: We are not there for our own sake. 
We intend to make policy, and we must—policy marked 
by solidarity and alternative programs on a republicwide 
basis. The FRG needs a socialist and democratically 
anticapitali:t PDS, a PDS that interferes in policy and 
society here and now. We want to be the socialist party in 
the FRG—able to cooperate with others, but not 
exchangeable, because we keep to the goal of a socialist 
alternative and at the same time have an independent 
profile in concrete and current politics. 


For a Realistic History Debate 


First, we want to interfere in the debate on history and 
even more in the debate on our own history. 
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Experience with Stalinism is a history of physical inju- 
ries and moral humiliation by Stalinism, but it 1s also a 
history of defense against it and a history of overcoming 
it. In the GDR [German Democratic Republic], there 
was no policy of mass murder or of some of the worst 
sides of Stalinism, but the whole history of the GDR and 
the Socialist Unity Party of Germany [SED] was marked 
by repression, centralism and dirigisme, a hostile atti- 
tude toward the intelligentsia, and a disregard for 
democracy and human nghts. If the term Stalinism is to 
be interpreted, this is what we meant by it in 1989. 


Today, the public virtually ignores the role SED mem- 
bers and the thoughts the reform forces from the SED 
played in the time of change in 1989/1990. At that time, 
no shot was fired. Along with civil mghts activists, 
unaffiliated people, and members of other parties, tens 
of thousands of comrades from the SED took an active 
part in the democratization of the GDR, in the work of 
the roundtables, in the radical change of the media, 
which in 1990 reached a new quality, political culture, 
and democracy, which could give the present Federal 
Republic food for thought. 


Second, we want a realistic view of history, beyond the 
dogmatic cliches of Honecker and Eppelmann. For us, 
seeing the GDR and real socialism as a whole and in a 
differentiated way has never meant blurring the consis- 
tency and sharpness of criticism. There are few state- 
ments in my life that have been as important to me and 
have influenced my think'ng and acting so much as the 
first paragraph that I read to the delegates on 8 
December 1989: “The delegates of the special party 
congress consider it their duty to apologize sincerely to 
the people for the former SED leadership having led our 
country into this crisis that has endangered our exist- 
ence. We are willing to pay for this guilt.” | keep to this 
apology, which of course not only applies to the policy of 
the SED leadership, but to the failure for which we all are 
responsible. 


I understand and share many favorable assessments of 
the GDR. But if such assessments are used to play down 
the inexcusable civilization deficits and the authori- 
tarian character of the GDR, I refuse. By the way, this is 
not just a problem of my own conviction, but rather an 
existential problem of the PDS. We will not be able to 
learn or develop new political and social efficiency for 
socialist goals and socialist policy unless we relentlessly 
take issue with our mistakes, and unless we remain 
capable of being our sharpest, meaning our socialist, 
critics. 


The GDR and life of its citizens were richer than people 
are trying to make us believe today. Life is more than a 
career. The GDR was more than just a state. The SED 
was more than just a party organization. The PDS’ 
election successes are also attributable to the fact that the 
people do not allow Eppelmann and Kohl, BILD and 
DIE WELT to tell them how they lived, but can reflect 
on their negative and positive experiences on the whole. 
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As far as I am concerned—and I think this holds true for 
the whole PDS—this does not mean that we wanted to 
counterbalance negative and positive aspects, or com- 
pare negative aspects from the GDR with negative 
aspects from the FRG. We do not defend human rights 
violations in the GDR by any argument or any goal, no 
matter how noble. Nor do we deny that most of us were 
silent when it would have been necessary and decent not 
to be silent. 


Third, we want to make use of the historical debate for 
the development of present-day policy. Granted, there 
are shortcomings, arrears, and major differences in our 
history debate, but no political force in the Federal 
Republic can at least show traces of a similar approach. 


It cannot be and it is unacceptable that DER SPIEGEL 
or others should dictate to us the degree of our demo- 
cratic renewal. The current pattern in this respect is that 
as soon as we have separated from the Communist 
Platform, we have proved such renewal. This strategy is 
too obvious. Since one has been unable to cope with the 
PDS as a whole, its individual components are now to be 
eliminated one after another. After the Communist 
Platform, it would be the turn of AG Junge GenossInnen 
[Working Group of Young Comrades], after the AG, 
others would follow. 


However, what is more important than not falling for the 
strategy mentioned is to make sure that our relationship 
with history, the way we deal with it critically and adopt 
it critically, and—generally—that our profile among the 
political parties and society in the Federal Republic not 
be determined by our reacting to others and their 
demands nor by our disassociating ourselves from 
others. 


We experienced it in the GDR, and, for millions, expe- 
rience means that their lives have been marked by it 
until today: A socialism that is not democratic and fails 
to implement human rights comprehensively is doomed 
to failure. Sahra Wagenknecht said in an interview with 
DER SPIEGEL that the next socialism could afford 
more democracy. I think, and I would have thought that 
this was our common experience, that socialism does not 
need more or less democracy, but is impossible and 
unacceptable without democracy. In this connection, I 
also wish to reject the view that there was no democracy 
or no real democracy in bourgeois societies. We are 
highly dissatisfied with the state of democratic develop- 
ments, parliamentary democracy, and the rule of law in 
the Federal Republic. This does not mean, however, that 
we deny their existence and the opportunities even for a 
party like the PDS that has a critical stance on the 
system. 


Make Alternatives Thinkable Again 


Fourth, the PDS wants to make political alternatives 
thinkable and shapable again in the Federal Republic. 
The PDS seems to be confronted with three contradic- 
tory tasks—resistance to the current policy and its con- 
sequences, participation in a more just administration of 
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the status quo (and be it by means of better opposition 
policy), and changing the intellectual hegemony in Ger- 
many. Instead of a new wave of neo-conservatism and 
mindless economic liberalism as well as short-sighted 
and primitive power policy, this world and Germany 
need a neosocialist alternative. We must resume the 
struggle for the people’s hearts and minds with self- 
confident modesty. 


“teform Project Necessary 


Fifth, we want to be a party that makes an effective and 
attractive contribution to overcome the sociopolitical 
self-blockade and conservative hegemony. | suggest to 
the PDS and the party board that will be newly elected to 
begin—with new self-confidence and by making use of 
the experiences of break-down and departure, the unique 
experiences of a party that has come from Eastern 
Europe and has been accepted in Western Europe—to 
work out and discuss a social reform project that con- 
fronts the organized lack of alternatives in the FRG with 
the idea and political struggle for the organization of 
alternatives. This project is not a substitute for reflecting 
on and fighting for a socialist perspective, it 1s to help 
overcome the currently dangerous sociopolitical 
blockade in the FRG. I think, however, that some 
criteria that are indispensable for a socialist party can 
already be defined: 


1. The unavoidable far-reaching social, economic, and 
ecological change cannot and should not spell a decline 
in social security, equal opportunities, and justice, but 
must and can enlarge them. 


2. The abolition of mass unemployment and existential 
insecurity are goals that the PDS will never give up. 


3. Our idea of social change does not relieve the state of 
its responsibility, and what we have in mind is not 
primarily a change from Bonn, but a change of society 
beginning in every community and extending the scope 
for self-determined policy of the citizens concerned 
everywhere. The strengthening of local self- 
administration and financial power, the citizens’ rights 
of participation, forms of direct democracy, a stronger 
role of social movements, above all of women, trade 
union, and ecological organizations are the indispens- 
able substance and character of the changes sought by us. 


4. A new economic type of sustained development is 
necessary to put an end, step by step, to the increasing 
consumption of resources and growing use of funds, 
markets, and material needs, and while opening up to the 
so-called developing countries independent, self- 
determined, and alternative development opportunities. 
Ecological and social goals can no longer be separated 
and must be given social and economic priority. 


5. We need international and democratic regulatory 
mechanisms to solve global problems. Instead of the 
revival of a national conservatism and the dominance of 
multinational concerns as well as the concentration of 
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international efforts on the discrimination against refu- 
gees and the implementation of a global Western power 
monopoly, we need feasible international social and 
ecological minimum standards; international action 
against capital and tax flight, and against giant parasitic 
international financial speculation. 


Sixth, the PDS intends to change the policy and ways of 
life in the Federal Republic with realism and compe- 
tence. The PDS is a modest political force in the Federal 
Republic and ts aware of the limits of its influence on the 
economy. From the fiasco of state socialism, it has 
learned that the expropriation and nationalization of the 
means of production will not lead to solving problems, 
that a centralist economy of directives without the 
innovation and selection potential of the market will 
lead to bad wrong developments and will destroy cre- 
ativity. However, this does not mean that we will adopt 
an apologetic position on the market and entrepreneurs. 


The PDS advocates a radical change—which is only 
possible step by step—from primarily profit-oriented, 
socially inadequately controlled, ecologically harmful 
growth to sustained development that is lastingly repro- 
ducible and socially and ecologically agreeable. 


The efforts of industry, policymakers, and society must 
be focused on the ecological reconstruction of the 
economy. This applies in particular to a new energy 
concept, promoted by the introduction of an energy tax 
that does not cause additional costs, the preparation and 
implementation of an integrated environment-friendly 
traffic concept, an environment-friendly concept for the 
development of agricultural production, and a change in 
the structure and technological basis of chemical 
industry in line with environmental requirements. 


Another opportunity for labor and nature would be the 
energetic development of the health and social system, 
education, care of the aged, the sick, and the handi- 
capped, environmental protection, and the cultural and 
leisure time areas. Providing the required care alone 
would create approximately 500,000 jobs. 


A third opportunity for growth would be created if a new 
development policy for most developing countries 
reversed the scandalous net capital transfer from the 
south to the north, which has taken place since 1984, and 
would help break through underdevelopment. 


The social split of society is spreading fast from western 
to eastern Germany. In practical discussions, we want to 
make the initiative of the PDS on a guaranteed social 
basis an issue in the Bundestag. We are seeking a 
guaranteed basic income of 1,500 German marks. 


The PDS votes for a real solidarity pact that relieves the 
low- income groups and rightly makes the truly rich 
contribute a much higher share to financing the unsolved 
tasks, primarily reindustrialization of the east. This 
requires a drastic reorganization of the tax system. In 
connection with an increase in the top rates of income 
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and corporate taxes, tax relief should be granted on 
profits that are used for the creation of new jobs. 


Effective Antiwar Party 


Seventh, the PDS wants to be an internationalist and 
effective antiwar party. 


Concepts are important for policymakers, in particular 
left-wing policymakers. But they do not change the 
world. This only happens when and if they become the 
subject of political discussio..s and the goal of social 
movements. No one in the PDS wants a second social 
democratic party in Germany. Nothing could be more 
unnecessary. Whoever is seeing the PDS on the road to 
Bad Godesberg does not know that Godesberg, the party 
congress of 1959, marked the path of the Social Demo- 
cratic Party of Germany into the Bonn republic. But this 
republic is at its end. We are on the way to the Berlin 
republic, which may very well be absolutely different 
from what the ruling people would like it to be. 


Since its founding, the PDS has always stressed the 
connection of global, regional, and state developments. 
But in our practical work, this connection remains rather 
declaratory and theoretical, even though we have mean- 
while established a large number of new contacts in the 
international spectrum and have at least achieved pres- 
ence in individual initiatives in the Federal Republic. 


We will, first, clearly improve our foreign policy analyt- 
ical capability and will in particular have to make 
existing analyses better available for political decision- 
forming and decisionmaking within the PDS. Second, 
the PDS should try to make more use, in terms of 
practical politics, of the considerable experiences with 
Eastern Europe that many of the party members have. 
Even though we were early critics of the war in Chech- 
nya, we cannot conceal the fact that our positions 
seerned very geneval and helpless. I think that, third, the 
PDS should deal with, and react to, the phenomenon of 
renationalization and the tendentious militarization in 
Western countries. The wide-spread thesis of impotence 
toward the new conflicts—this would be my fourth 
point—must be consistently refuted by us. The most 
important point is for us to strengthen the antiwar 
movement in the Federal Republic itself. 


Rely on Youth 


Eighth, the PDS should be a socialist project that can be 
lived today, a project that we are deliberately developing 
jointly. | consider it important to discuss the practical 
problems related to our party character and political 
profile, our ability to make policy, public relations work 
within and outside the party, the development of the 
PDS in western Germany, the regeneration of our staff, 
and preparations for the 1998/99 elections. | am_ ery 
happy to see that, unlike in the past, the readiness of 
young comrades to run for the party executive board has 
clearly increased. 
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Our work in the past five years and our election successes 
in 1994 have given the PDS a chance. Whether and how 
it will take this chance, and whether it will become a 
lasting political force in the Federal Republic of Ger- 
many, will be decided in the next four years. They will 
perhaps be the most important and most difficult ones in 
the PDS’ history. This requires a decisive change in the 
PDS’ development, its policy, and its political culture. 
The claim and the ability to help shape policy and 
society must be given real and comprehensive priority in 
the next few vears. 


When we are confronted with hatred we will nonetheless 
remain calm and cultured. The PDS will semain. It will 
remain a democratic socialist party. It will remain a 
strong political force in the Federal Republic. It will 
remain a self-critical party. It will remain a party for 
every day, not just for election days. It will remain a 
party that wi!l not do its political opponents the favor of 
destroying itself. The PDS will remain a party—and this 
even to a much larger extent—implementing the claim to 
practice solidarity and offer an alternative policy pro- 
gram in all of the Federal Republic. 


Allensbach Poll Surveys East, West Views 


9SENOO99A Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 11 Jan 95 p 5 


[Article by Dr. Elisabeth Noelle-Neumann: “The Ger- 
mans and the State—The Wreckage of a Century Filled 
With Radical Politicai Change] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Where is the kindly face of the 
welfare state? When the Germans were asked in 1994 the 
question “When you hear the word ? ‘state,’ what do you 
think of first? Do you think of welfare services first or 
rather do regulations come to mind?” some 19 percent 
answered “I think first of welfare services” while 63 
percent answered “regulations first of all.” In another 
poll the question was posed “Do you think first of the 
rights that you have as a citizen or rather of the duties?” 
and 2) percent answered “first of all the rights of a 
citizen” and 52 percent said “duties first of all.” 


Efforts were undertaken in July and December 1994 to 
determine attitudes towards the state by means of two 
Allensbach surveys involving 2,000 interviews apiece 
that were conducted on behalf of the FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE. A feeling of something being missing 
emerged. Though someone like a Chaim Noll has stated 
in this newspaper that “Belief in the state has assumed 
absurd dimensions in Germany,” nothing could be con- 
cluded on that score from the surveys. 


What, therefore, has remained at the end of the century 
after life under four forms of government: monarchy, 
republic, dictatorship—and for the Germans of the 
eastern laender moreover, a dictatorship of the right and 
then one of the left—and then again finally a republic? 
With, furthermore, a wide- spread rejection of elemen- 
tary civics education in the Federal Republic as if it was 
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not worth really inculcating the characteristics of the 
democratic state and its aud) antages? With every test 
question the populace flounders. To the question posed 
in December 1994 “What is. in your opinion, the most 
important aspect of democracy? Which elements of this 
list are absolutely essential so that it could be said about 
a country ‘That is a democracy’? some 66 percent in the 
west and 63 percent in eastern Germany answered: 
“That the elected politicians act to a great extent in 
accordance with the wishes of the citizens.” For 60 
percent in the west and 72 percent in the cast it is an 
absolutely essential element of democracy “that the 
citizens themselves can decide important issues in pleb- 
iscites.” 

Under such circumstances the concept of representative 
or plebiscitary democracy is not at all at issue. The 
disappointment can also be imagined, however, at how 
little German reality lives up to the supposed promises of 
democracy. To the question, posed in July and 
December 1994, as to “How do you see the situation: As 
a citizen are you quite hopelessly at the mercy of the state 
or can you help determine and have a say in the state?” 
some 54 percent of the citizens in July—and, what is 
more, 59 percent in December—answered “hopelessly at 
its mercy.” Some 29 percent expressed the opposing 
view that “You can help determine it and have a say in 
it” in July while only 22 percent did so in December— 
and that only a few weeks after the Bundestag elections. 


It is interesting to note how readily the populace agrees 
with such statements such as those made by Federal 
Chancellor Kohl upon receiving the Germany Founda- 
tion’s Konrad Adenauer Prize on 19 June 1994: “The 
best service that we can render to our country 1s to stand 
up for the freedom of its citizens and for respect for the 
law.”” Some 86 percent agree. And: “Liberal democracy 
requires—more than any other form of government— 
the passionate commitment of its citizenry. The sharing 
of responsibility and the solidarity of its citizens are 
elements of a society with a human face.” Some 78 
percent agree. 


The following question was included in the same survey: 
“If someone does not become involved anywhere, if he 
does not participate in anything and refuses to volunteer 
and keeps himself aloof from everything—does such a 
person do injury to the state or cannot that be said?” 
Some 25 percent of those polled responded “does 
injury” while 61 percent said “That cannot be said.” 
Perhaps the populace is sympathetically thinking of the 
people who lack the strength to commit themselves in a 
civic sense—yet one is set straight on that score when 
one considers the frank responses to a question based on 
a maxim by former U.S. President Kennedy: “If 
someone says ‘I do not ask what the state is doing for me 
but rather what am I doing for the state,’ does that reflect 
your view or is it not your view?” Some 22 percent of 
those polled in the west and 18 percent of those in 
eastern Germany identify with such an outlook while 47 
percent in the west and 47 percent in the east declare that 
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it is “not my view.” That is not only due to a feeling of 
obligation towards the state that has pretty much disap- 
peared but it is also due to the concept of “the state.” 
When it is replaced in the formulation of the query and 
the question then becomes “...What am I doing for my 
country?” then the picture becomes more balanced: 
One-third of the populace proclaims its public spirit, 
one-third rejects it, and one-third remains undecided. 


Is public spirit needed at al! when the state has to a great 
extent assumed the function of providing protection 
against the risks in life? In this case one can only exhibit 
the fragments that have survived in Germany at the 
conclusion of a century that has been filled with catas- 
trophes and political upheavals and no one could expect 
that the pieces could be fit together into a coherent and 
logical structure. In any case one dialogue question 
shows that people in the west and in the east—to an 
almost equal degree—regard public spirit to be essential. 
The question begins with the prelude: “Two people are 
discussing what is necessary in order for the state to 
function well. Which of the two would you tend to agree 
with?” One of views is: “The citizens pay their taxes and 
uphold law and order. In the first place, one cannot 
expect more of citizens. Those who have been elected to 
do so or who are paid for it—that is, the politicians, the 
government, the administration, and others—must, in 
the first instance, see to it that the state functions well.” 
The other view is: “As a citizen one cannot restrict 
oneself to honestly paying one’s taxes and observing law 
and order. If the state is to function wel), evervone must 
also actively do his part for the community ad partici- 
pate in, for example, clubs, political parties, and neigh- 
borhood associations.” Some 38 percent adopted the 
first view while 51 percent agreed with the second. 


Thus, even at the end of this century there indeed still 
are elements of the populace that can be depended upon 
to respond to an appeal to public spirit. It could even be 
that our loss of ability to form commitments—which is 
often lamented in this context—is very slowly but per- 
ceptibly being overcome. For the first time in 1990 the 
question was asked in western Germany about the areas 
in which people readily made long-term commitments, 
even when it was associated with unpleasantness. It can 
hardly be considered a coincidence that between August 
1990 and July 1994 the willingness to make commit- 
ments had risen in practically every one of the 15 areas 
given as choices—the sole exception being religious 
responsibilities. The willingness to make a commitment 
to a political party rose in western Germany from 17 to 
22 percent. That could have something to do with the big 
election year that did not serve to jeopardize democracy 
but, on the contrary, literally assisted in the defense of it. 
Even the divide that separates eastern and western 
Germans in their opinion of the Party of Democratic 
Socialism (PDS)—a subject that characterized the elec- 
tion campaign from the summer on—did not prevent the 
German national consciousness from increasing in 
eastern and western Germany between July and 
December. The question in western Germany was “Do 
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you consider yourself first of all to be a German or a 
western German or a ...(the respective regional affilia- 
tion was cited here, for example Bavarian, Berliner, 
Westphalian)?” Appropriately modified, the question 
was posed to eastern Germans. Within six months the 
response “I consider myself to be first of all a German” 
rose from 63 to 72 percent in western Germany and from 
34 to 45 percent in eastern Germany. 


Federa! Constitutional Court Justice Grimm put it this 
way during a Bergedorf discussion in 1993: “In an ocean 
of selfishness, society maintains its own institution ded- 
icated to the common good—the state—and invests it 
with supreme powers to that end.” The populace sees it 
that way as well. In response to the question “What, in 
your opinion, are the most important functions of the 
state? What would you cite in this regard?” the functions 
of the welfare state are cited far more frequently than 
anything else. Foreign policy functions and functions 
relating to external security are mentioned by only 12 
percent of respondents, while social welfare functions 
are cited by 35 percent. Furthermore, approximately 
one-quarter have internal security and the maintenance 
of peace and order in mind. In response to such a broadly 
formulated question, some 34 percent of those sur- 
veyed—32 percent in the west and 43 percent in the 
east—cite counteracting unemployment—that 1s. cre- 
ating and preserving jobs—as its single most important 
specific function. 


“In an ocean of selfishness, society maintains its own 
institution dedicated to the common good—the state— 
and invests it with supreme powers...” From this per- 
spective one can estimate the damage that has been done 
to civic confidence by the fact that the eastern German 
populace views the all-powerful Trust Agency with deep 
suspicion. To the question posed in December 1994 “Do 
you think that enterprises in eastern Germany have often 
been shut down by the Trust Agency so that they would 
not compete with western German enterprises or do you 
not think so?” some 82 percent of the citizens of the new 
lander answered “I think so.” 


The large state participation in the gross national prod- 
uct—about 50 percent—also jeopardizes civic loyalty. 
Indications of this were revealed by a subtle question 
that Dutch and Hungarian sociologists devised based on 
work by the German sociologist Burkhard Struempel 
and was included in the two Allensbach surveys. It is 
“How do you feel when you pay taxes? This list includes 
various possibilities. Which one applies to you?” The 
feeling of “I am doing my part for the community” 
declined from 48 to 37 percent in western Germany and 
from 37 to 29 percent in the east between January and 
July 1994. On the other hand, the feeling that “! have to 
give something up” grew in the west from 18 to 24 
percent and in the east from 23 to 27 percent—and 
above all the feeling that “They are taking something 
away from me” grew from 21! to 30 percent in the west 
and from 26 to 30 percent in the east. 
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There can hardly be any question of admiration for the 
state or of belief in the state—let alone to the absurd 
degree that Chaim Noll believes he detects—nor of any 
convincing affection either. To the question “When you 
think of the state, do you think of it in favorable or 
unfavorable terms?” some 35 percent answered “favor- 
ably” and 34 percent “unfavorably.” One has to get far 
afield from thoughts about the state, about dignified or 
even contemptible concepts; one has to find very simple 
words, such as in the question “Would you say that, 
taking everything into consideration, you love your 
country—Germany—or would you not say that?” in 
order to discover what gives this state its viability. Some 
73 percent in western Germany and 75 percent in the 
eust say “I love Germany.” 


FBIS-WEU-94-020 
31 January 1995 


Foreign Trade Surplus Rises by 23 Percent 
LD3101110495 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 0819 
GMT 31 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Wiesbaden (DDP/ 
ADN)}—German foreign trade continues to boom. Goods 
valued at 619.5 billion German marks [DM] were exported 
in the first 1 1 months of 1994. This is 8.5 percent more than 
in the same period of the previous year, the Federal Statis- 
tical Office said in Wiesbaden today. The value of imports 
increased by 7.0 percent to DM552.3 billion. The export 
surplus increased ‘ry almost 25 percent to DM67.2 billion. 


However, the current account deficit rose compared with 
the first 11 months of 1993 by DM20.1 billion to 
DM438.9 billion. [passage omitted] 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS-W EU-94-020 
31 January 1995 


French-U.S. ‘Marked Rapprochement’ on Bosnia 
Noted 

BR3001132795 Paris LE MONDE in French 28 Jan 95 
p2 


[Report by Laurent Zecchini: “Diplomatic Rapproche- 
ment Between France and the United States”™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Washington—The visit which 
French Foreign Minister Alain Juppe and Sir Leon 
Brittan, the European commissioner for trade policy, 
made to Washington on Thursday 26 January has not 
produced any practical solutions to the disputes between 
the United States and the European Union [EU] on 
commercial questions. But it made it possible to note a 
marked rapprochement with Paris on Bosnia, Chechnya, 
and Algeria. 


Mr. Juppe, who met with Secretary of State Warren 
Christopher and Anthony Lake, Bill Clinton's adviser on 
national security affairs. noted a “clearer awareness” of 
the fact that. in “Islamic fundamentalist circles” in 
Algeria, there 1s a terrorist component “with which there 
1S NO point in having dialogue.” 


With regard to Bosnia, the minister stressed that “real 
progress” has been made: The cease-fire 1s “almost being 
honored, aside from in Bihac and sometimes around 
Sarajevo" The UN Protection Force's (UNPROFOR’s) 
freedom of movement has generally been restored, and 
several countries, including France, are striving to 
strengthen it by additional contingents. The next 
months. however, will be “decisive,” and Paris sees at 
least three reasons for anxiety: The expiry of the 
UNPROFOR mandate in Croatia at the end of April 
which coincides with the start of spring. a traditional 
period of increased fighting, and finally pressure from 
Congress in favor of lifting the arms embargo. 


“Political Reconciliation” 


Washington is in agreement with Paris and London on 
rapidly reopening negotiations despite the recent failure 
of the Contact Group. The aim is to make an “impact” 
which cculd ultimately take the form of a new interna- 
tional conference. France noted with interest the mission 
undertaken by U.S. special envoy Charles Thomas in 
Pale (the “capital” of the Bosnian Serbs), which is a 
departure from Washington's previous position which 
was systematically favorable to the Muslims. 


The U.S. Government for its part is convinced of the 
dangers involved in the lifting cf the embargo demanded 
by the Republicans. With regard to the threat of stopping 
the U.S. financial contribution to UN operations, Mr. 
Juppe said: “To see a country like the United States 
exempt itself from Security Council resolutions would be 
an event of great international significance,” he stressed. 
Warren Christopher spoke in the same vein on Thursday 
to the House of Representatives Foreign Relations Com- 


mittee. 
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With regard to the Chechen conflict and relations with 
Russia, the French and Americans agreed on regarding 
Boris Yeltsin as the guarantor of reforms and “nobody 
intends to question Russia's integrity and sovereignty,” 
Mr. Juppe stressed. However, the foreign minister noted 
that Moscow did not keep its promises on respecting 
“human rights and democratic principles.” 


Although the Americans are using less firm a tone. the 
two countries agree in wanting an end to hostilities and, 
as Bill Clinton said on Thursday, a process of “political 
reconciliation.” 


French-U.S. Controversy Over Iraq Viewed 
BR3001133095 Paris LE FIGARO in French 28 Jan 95 
p2 


[Report by Stephane Marchand: “Clash Over Bosnia and 
Iraq” 


[FBIS Transiated Excerpt] Washington—In Washington, 
hostility toward France's Iraqi policy came into the open 
on Thursday morning [26 January] when the secre\ary of 
state announced that he was setting off for luncheon with 
[Foreign Minister] Alain Juppe. In ‘us role as new 
president of the European Union [EU], the foreign 
minister was making a brief working visit to Washington 
accompanied by Sir Leon Brittan, EU commissioner for 
international relations. [passage omitted on California's 
Tom Lantos commenting on Christopher's meeting with 


Juppe]} 


Many U.S. officials think that the more conciliatory 
attitude which France has recently adopted toward Iraq 
is disloyal. In the course of Thursday, Mr. Juppe tried to 
correct this U.S. perception. He reaffirmed that his 
government was demanding strict implementation of the 
resolutions adopted in 1991 by the United Nations at the 
end of the Gulf War. The foreign minister then cited 
“paragraph 22 of Resolution 687” to demonstrate that 
the international community must more effectively 
define the conditions in which the economic sanctions 
against Iraq could be lifted. 


Lifting the embargo 


From Congress’ viewpoint, finding fault with Paris’ Iraqi 
policy makes it possible to water down somewhat the 
French criticisms of the Americans who are advocating a 
lifting of the arms embargo in favor of the Bosnian 
Muslims. Some French officials describe the crusade 
which Senator Bob Dole, leader of the Republican 
majority in the Senate, is conducting to this end as 
“ridiculous” and “dangerous.” Mr. Juppe reaffirmed 
that the European position on maintaining the embargo 
is shared by the Clinton administration and by “some 
Arab countries, especially those which have deployed 
troops in Bosnia.” The U.S. diplomats, whose Bosnian 
policy is strongly influenced by their hopes for peace in 
the Middle East will be sensitive to this explanation. 
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In order not to reduce French-U.S. relations to an 
exchange of cutting remarks on Bosnia and Iraq, Mr. 
Juppe reaffirmed that “all the positive initiatives in 
Bosnia have been the result of cooperation between 
France and the United States.” If Washington unilater- 
ally lifts the embargo in Bosnia, will France respond by 
breaking solidarity on the sanctions imposed on Iraq? 
“No,” Alain Juppe replied, before adding: “The viola- 
tion of a Security Council decision by one of its members 
would be a fatal blow for inte’ national law.” 


Questioned on the failure of attempts by the Contact 
Group (United States, Russia, France, Britain, and Ger- 
many) to bring the Bosnian Serbs to the negotiating 
table, Alain Juppe said: “We must start again.... Again 
and again... And it is not by asking the Sarajevo govern- 
ment to make more concessions that we will succevd.” 
The minister mentioned the possibility of a future “con- 
ference” among the Bosnian sides. 


Backing Quebec Leader, Ottawa ‘Commotion’ 
Viewed 


BR3001142895 Paris LE MONDE in French 30 Jan 95 
p4 


[Report by Martine Jacot: “Visit to France by Quebec 
Prime Minister Revives Diplomatic Guerrilla War 
Between Paris and Ottawa"] 


{FBIS Translated Excerpt] Quebec Prime Minister 
Jacques Parizeau had several reasons to declare himself 
“very satisfied” with his four-day official visit which 
ended in Paris on Friday 27 January. Convinced that the 
French leaders, whatever their political colors, will 
adhere to the policy of “noninterference but not indif- 
ference” which they have followed toward the province 
since 1984, Mr. Parizeau would have made do with 
obtaining a single promise in private: That France would 
recognize Quebec as an independent nation if the “yes” 
vote won in the referendum on “sovereignty” which he 
intends to organize in his province by the end of the year. 


However, by a kind of knock-on effect which is con- 
nected with preparations for the presidential election in 
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France, the leader of the Quebec Party obtained public 
assurances to this effect. This “French blessing” is a gift 
for him. A large-scale opinion poll (carried out on a 
sampie of 10,000 Quebec citizens) published in Mont- 
real on Thursday [26 January] shows that his compa- 
triots are still divided: 54 percent are against sovereignty 
and 46 percent in favor of it. 


Great Commotion 


National Assembly Speaker Philippe Seguin started 
things rolling on Tuesday when he received his guest 
with great warmth and consideration: “We intend to 
walk alongside you at the pace you decide.” he said. 
Jacques Chirac, mayor of Paris, who had ignored the 
Quebec separatists for the past two years, was more 
explicit the same day: “The French-speaking nations, 
and especially France. should be immediate'y at the 


Quebec people's side and recognize the new situation” if 
the “yes” vote were to win, he said. 


On Thursday, Mr. Balladur, who had hitherto not shown 
much interest in the Quebec cause, when speaking to 
journalists with his guest, slipped in a little remark which 
caused a stir in Quebec coming, as it did, from a 
“presidential candidate”™ in the lead in the opinion polls: 
“Prime Minister Parizeau has come to make recommen- 
dations, I have no doubt that they will be followed.” 
Only Mr. Mitterrand, who has never been enthusiastic 
about the :dea of a Canadian-Quebec divorce, expressed 
no enthusiasm and did not add his voice to this chorus. 


These statements caused a great commotion at the 
Canadian Embassy in Paris and in Ottawa, where people 
had counted on greater diplomatic caution on the part of 
the French leaders. “An experienced politician does not 
answer hypothetical questions, especially in this kind of 
situation,” Prime Minister Jean Chretien said sharply, 
commenting on Mr. Chirac’s remarks. 


The diplomatic guerrilla war which had poisoned rela- 
tions between Paris and Ottawa over Quebec until 1984 
under Pierre Elliott Trudeau's mandate, has every 
chance of being reopened. [passage omitted] 
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Clinton State of Union Address ‘Rather Confused’ 


BR3001124795 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
30 Jan 95 p6 


[Commentary by Eugenio Occorsio: “Bill Clinton and 
America’s ‘Deceleration’™” from the AFFARI & 
FINANZA supplement] 


[FBIS Translated Text] People will have been busy 
analyzing [National Alliance President] Fini’s speech to 
the congress in Fiuggi and listening to yet another 
furious outburst by [Forza Italia leader] Berlusconi in 
Parliament, so whe knows how many of them will have 
noticed. But last week's newspapers carried a neglected 
news item, the implications of which are perhaps more 
crucial for everyone's future: Americas growth rate is 
slowing. After a steady rise lasting four years, the West's 
leading economy will pause for breath in 1995 and in 
effect cease to pull behind it a recovery which had just 
begun in Europe, and especially Italy. What is worse, 
interest rates will continue to rise, even though it was 
reasonable to anticipate that lower growth expectations 
would be reflected in diminished fears of inflation. 


In two days, Tuesday 24-Wednesday 25 January, Bill 
Clinton and Fed President Alan Greenspan—in the 
annual State of the Union speech and in a series of 
Congressional hearings, respectively—painted a very 
clear but unencouraging picture. While in 1994 the 
growth rate in the American GDP reached 4 percent 
(after 3.1 percent in the previous year and 2.3 percent in 
1992,) this year it will fall “considerably,” to use 
Greenspan's word. To 3.1 percent, according to the 
OECD, or even more, according to several private 
research institutes in the United S ates. And in 1996 it 
will drop to below 2 percent. At this juncture, after the 
Fed has combated the administration and the public 
with the specter of inflation, subjecting the markets to 
Six successive interest rate hikes in 1994, many people 
hoped that the automatic connection between recovery 
and inflation had been dismantled. But Greenspan left 
no room for hopes: Inflation remains a threat because 
the prices of several raw materials are rising (the price of 
oil fell 20 percent from December 1992 to December 
1993, but increased 10 percent in the next 12 months) 
but above all because of recent tension in the labor 
market, owing—and this is only an apparent paradox— 
precisely to the extraordinary strength of the current 
recovery. With unemployment at a record low level of 
5.4 percent, it was logical that some of the factors that 
curb pay levels, such as job insec. rity, would be weak- 
ened. At most, jobs may have exerted a “magnetic” 
effect through the fear of losing social and health insur- 
ance, which in America are always something to be 
secured individually, never a guaranteed right. But when 
there are joos, it is inevitable that workers will try to 
choose the best paid ones, with the result of boosting 
inflation. Therefore, the president of the Fed openly 
stated, we must expect yet another rise in interest rates, 
which could come as early as this week. 


ITALY 21 


The factor causing the central bank the greatest anxi- 
eties, because of the possible consequences in terms of 
inflation, nevertheless remains the budget deficit, which 
is forcing the Fed to keep interest rates higher than it 
would like. This is where Clinton came in, with perfect 
timing, solemnly promising in his speech Tuesday [24 
January] to use the last two years of his term (there are 
elections in 1996) to cut the deficit—which is now 
around $25° billion, or 5 percent of GDP—at least to 3.5 
percent of GDP. He did so in a rather confused manner 
(THE ECONOMIST described him as a “contortionist,” 
and perhaps without even taking account of the slowing 
of the recovery which Greenspan was forecasting at the 
same time, but we must certainly expect some significant 
measures in the near future. “Within the n-vt two 
months,” Labor Secretary Robert Reich promi _.. 


So an American finance package is imminent, though it 
will not be easy for the administration to reconcile its 
promise not to cut welfare spending for disadvantages 
sectors, which Clinton reaffirmed in his speech, with the 
tax cuts benefiting the middle classes which the new 
Republican majority in Congress is still promising. “You 
promised a package to make the budget balance by the 
year 2002,” the President admonished new Republican 
leader Newt Gingrich, “but the time has come to explain 
what items of expenditure you want to cut.” The Repub- 
licans “robbed” him of one of his own promises, namely, 
tax cuts, so Clinton has now pledged—perfectly in line 
with his party's traditions—to scrupulously defend wel- 
fare programs and programs to protect minorities, 
unmarried mothers, old people, and drop-outs in the 
ghettos. 


The outcome of this contest will determine not only Bill 
Clinton's future. It will also determine America’s reli- 
ability in the international markets which—and this 
should cause no surprise—is under constant observa- 
tion. This reliability comprises a delicate mix of factors 
constantly in search of a balance. And one of these 
factors is the real ability of the parties to work together. 
It is certainly no coincidence that, even now that, with 
Newt Gingrich, we have seen the advent to power of a 
Right that seems to be more boorish than in the past, it 
remains in both parties’ interests to control the nature of 
this battle in order always to give the impression that any 
conflict is solely and purely dialectical: The sole objec- 
tive is shared, and it is the good of the country. Perhaps 
this deserves to be pondered. 


creeceme Almanes Te Aietete te Bint Contsenes 
ote 


L.D3001140595 Rome RAI Uno Television Network in 
Italian 1230 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt} The debate on the confidence 
motion in the Dini government begins this afternoon in 
the Senate. The Freedom and Good Government Alli- 
ance has confirmed that it will abstain from voting 
because, according to the Senate regulations, abstentions 
are added to those votes against. [passage omitted] 
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D’Alema Tells Buttiglione ‘Time To Decide’ 


BR3001145295 Milar, CORRIERE DELLA SERA in 
Italian 30 Jan 95 p 4 


[Report by Vittorio Monti: “D’Alema: Rocco, Now You 
Must Decide”™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bologna—Now it is Buttighione’s 
turn. Massimo D’Alema consulted his watch: His time ts 
up. “Dear Rocco, the time has come to decide.” The 
PDS [Democratic Party of the Left] is putting pressure 
on Buttiglione: “You must tell us now whether you are 
with the left-wing forces.” 


It is understandable that he has looked around, so to 
speak. But there are limits to everything. The voters are 
entitled to know. Buttiglione must speak out loudly and 
clearly, and right away. Otherwise he will be confining 
himself to “old-fashioned political tactics.” 


D’Alema enjoyed another show of confidence from his 
fans in Bologna, after the Socialist International confer- 
ence. He summed up his thinking for reporters. He 
presented his audience with the following kind of super- 
ficial observations: “Buttiglione is entitled to attend 
whatever meetings he wants, whether by day or by night. 
Asa good Catholic though, he should go to bed instead of 
frequenting dubious venues.” 


In other words, to save his soul, it would be better for 
him to forego “sinful” encounters with Fini. Did the PPI 
[Italian Popular Party] secretary say that he will not 
choose if the choice is between fascists and communists? 
This problem no longer exists. “But he should remember 
that a few years ago that choice was made. Buttiglione is 
a philosopher. But he is not perfectly acquainted with 
history.” 
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D’Alema knew he had a perfect formula for winning 
applause—to attack Berlusconi. “Berlusconi once said 
that he admires Yeltsin: Maybe it was because he too 
wanted to bombard Parliament.” He even brought Snow 
White into it: “Every morning Berlusconi asks [Forza 
Italia pollster] Pilo, “Tell me, who is the best loved 
person in the kingdom?’ When he is told, Scalfaro. he 
loses his temper.” 


Having expressed his affection for and solidarity with 
the chief of state, he introduced a metaphor drawn from 
the world of soccer: “Il am not surprised when someone 
who wants to play without any ground rules takes issue 
with the referee. Perhaps it is because he expects the 
referee is not strong enough to award a penalty.” Ber- 
iusconi and Fini are two sides of the same coin: the 
Right. And he really cannot abide Berlusconi's domina- 
tion of television. “Out of six and a half television news 
programs, five are directed by employees of Berlusconi.” 
The half-news program, is Telemontecarlo’s, headed by 
Sandro Curzi. “It cannot be received throughout Italy.” 
According to D’Alema, apart from the three Fininvest 
directors, there are also TGi's Rossella and TG2’s 
Mimun, because they received their pay packets from the 
Fininvest empire. “Now they will be sent on leave. I am 
prepared to send five PDS employees on leave if they are 
made directors of the television news programs.” 


The National Alliance's change of course is important, 
albeit belated. “It 1s as though Occhetto had waited until 
the year 2040 before winding up the Italian Communist 
Party.” Again he stressed the time factor. Buttiglione 
must make his mind up soon. The cente:-Left is the right 
choice, with or without the PPI. “But let us hope that it 
does join.” D’Alema repeated: “The PDS leader will not 
be the one to be prime minister.” 
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OAS Mediation in Peru-Ecuador Cease-Fire Seen 


BR3001 155595 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1424 GMT 30 
Jan 95 


[Unattnbuted report: “Solana Entrusts Mediation to 
OAS Because Conflict ‘Makes No Sense””’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Madrid, 30 Jan (EFE)}—Foreign 
Minister Javier Solana today expressed confidence that 
the OAS mediation will succeed in imposing a cease-fire 
between Peru and Ecuador, because “this is a conflict 
which makes no sense in our time.” 


Solana explained to journalists that he had been ir 
contact with the Argentinian (country presiding the 
Group of Guarantor Countries) and the Peruvian and 
Ecuadorian councillors during the past 24 hours to 
discuss ways of resolving the conflict. 


The minister appealed to Peru and Ecuador to facilitate 
the use of mediation mechanisms such as the OAS and 
the four countries guaranteeing the Protocol of Rio de 
Janeiro (United States, Argentina, Brazil, and China). 


The protocol was signed in 1941, but did not satisfy the 
aspirations of both countries with regard to the estab- 
lishment of border lines, and in 1961 Ecuador con- 
demned the protocol and declared it void. 


Solana: Blue Helmets To Stay While Mandate 


BR3001161095 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1434 GMT 30 
Jan 95 


[Unattributed report: “Solana Blue Helmets Will Con- 
tinue as Long as Possible™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Madrid, 30 Jan (EFE)—Foreign 
Minister Javier Solana today underlined that the 
Spanish Blue Helmets deployed in Bosnia “will remain” 
in the territory while the UN mandate lasts and that they 
can finish their humanitarian mission. 


Solana said he was confident that the cease-fire in the 
area can be respected and that solutions to the conflict 
can be found “before spring.” 


As in previous years, the Community leaders are trying 
to reach a lasting peace to prevent the fighting from 
increasing when the weather improves, as has happened 
in the past. 


The minister said that at any rate a withdrawal of 
Spanish troops from Bosnia will be realized only “in 
coordination with the other countries.” 


WEU Secretary General on Chechnya, Bosnia 
Madrid EL MUNDO in Spanish 28 Jan 95 p 6 


[Interview with WEU Secretary General Jose Cutileiro 
by Xavier Vidal-Folch in Brussels; date not given: “We 
Will Have European Army When We Know What We 
Wish To Do With It"} 
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[FBIS Translated Text] Brussels -The new Western 
European Union (WEU) secretary genera! wishes to give 
the European defense organization “operational capahi|- 
ity” without rhetoric, proposes increasing its role in 
humanitarian aid and peacekeeping, and is pessimistic 
about the Chechen and Bosnian crises. “Europe is not to 
blame,”’ he maintains. Jose Cutileiro (Evora, Portugal, 
1934) is traveling to Spain tomorrow on his tour of the 
member countries’ capitals. A diplomat by career and in 
his way of speaking, he has been in charge of this 
European Union (EU) defense organization since he was 
chosen last November in the face of Enrique Baron's 
candidacy. He was the candidate of the British and 
displays the same pragmatism, genial and myopic, to the 
consumer's taste. Grand political plans, which he deems 
“rhetoric,” bring him out in a rash. He observes that 
defense affairs belong to the intergovernmental sphere, 
not the Community sphere. 


[Vidal-Folch] What is the aim of your term of office? 


[Cutileiro] To turn the WEU into an operational mech- 
anism, so that it can perform the tasks assigned to it by 
the Maastricht Treaty, to strengthen defense capability 
and strengthen the Atlantic Alliance's defense pillar. 


[Vidal-Folch] The WEU is today almost an empty body: 
Some declarations and military plans but just one reality: 
The police administration of Mostar. How is it to be 
given substance? 


[Cutileiro] It is true that we are starting almost from 
scratch. We will give the WEU substance by developing 
its operational capability. We have a plan to strengthen 
its structures so that the politico-military aspects will be 
organized in such a way that we can act when we are 
called upon. We must continue the already begun work 
of cooperation with NATO in order to be able to use its 
capabilities in WEU operations. 

[Vidal-Folch] Its tasks for this year. 


[Cutileiro] We need to build the defense operational 
capability rapidly. We also have the three tasks which we 
set at the last Noordwijk meeting (in November). The 
first is to prepare the white paper on European security. 
The second is to develop what has already been prepared 
on common defense: Everything depends on whether or 
not the Council takes clear decisions on the necessary 
operational capability in the spring. The third is to 
prepare our contribution to the 1996 intergovernmental 
conference.. 


[Vidal-Folch] What purpose does an organization for 
defense have when there is no real foreign policy, of 
which it should be the instrument? 


[Cutileiro] When very enthusiastic Europeans ask me: 
“When will you have an army?” I answer them: “When 
you know what you wish to do with it. We do not know 
what the European institutional future will be, the scope 
of foreign policy, and what will be the interrelation 
between the WEU and the EU [European Union]. All 
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that will be discussed and decided at the 1996 intergov- 
ernmental conference, but right now there are humani- 
tarian or peacekeeping missions for which the WEU is 
politically very appropriate.” 


[Vidal-Folch] Maastiicht ordered that a cummon 
defense policy be defined “in the future.”” When will that 
future come? 


{[Cutileiro] European defense is today a chiefly intergov- 
ernmental matter. The evolution toward a more Com- 
munity-based view will be witnessed in the future. It will 
depend on what the peoples want. 


[Vidal-Folch] The German Christian Democrats’ docu- 
ment maintains that European defense is a matter which 
is “much more urgent than what the treaty provides,” 
and thai “it should be put into practice now, rather than 
in the future.” What is your opinion of this? 


{Cutileiro! That it is difficult, because I do not know 
whether the governments are convinced. In some mat- 
ters the intergovernmental approach is subordinate to 
the Community approach, but that has not yet been 
reached in defense and security. 


[Vidal-Folch}] Are you in favor of imposing economic 
sanctions on Russia because of its conduct in Chechnya? 


[Cutileiro] The WEU cannot impose economic sanc- 
tions. It is not our responsibility. It is an internal matter 
with very unpleasant aspects. There are also other 
unpleasant things in the world. 


[Vidal-Folch] But the EU has reserved for itself the 
possibility of sanctions. 


[Cutileiro] It is an enormously worrying situation, but it 
is not to be discussed in the WEU for the present. 


[Vidal-Folch] Is the Western support for Yeltsin 
exhausted? 


[Cutileiro] I do not believe so. 
[Vidal-Folch] The WEU is present in Bosnia. 


{Cutileiro] In a very real way. We have a police force 
which is working closely with the UN administrator. The 
cooperation between Croats and Muslims in Mostar is 
far from being excellent. The functioning of the admin- 
istration and the police depends greatly on these two 
sides getting along. 


[Vidal-Folch] Is the contact group’s plan still viable? 


[Cutileiro] I hope that it still has opportunities, but the 
plan is a working basis rather than a complete solution. 
It is a starting point. Being optimistic is a big word, but 
I believe that the countries involved in Bosnia through 
the UN Protection Force, such as Spain, or through the 
contact group have displayed great ability to get along 
and to minimize their differences... In Bosnia, as previ- 
ously happened in southern Croatia, these people have 
problems. They have chosen the worst way to resolve 
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them, killing each other. It is very difficult to prevent 
this. You can always blame Europe and the countries 
which have tried to help, saying that they have not been 
effective, but the origin and the continuation of the 
conflict is their responsibility and nobody else’s. The 
world has treated the Bosnians better than the Bosnians 
have treated the world. The Spanish have had troops 
killed, have they not? 


[Vidal-Folch] The issue is not the guilty but the solu- 
tions. The conflict has political consequences for 
Europe, too. 


[Cutileiro] Which? I do not understand this. In fact, 
there have been very few consequences for Europe. 
Thanks to the Community’s effort, this has been pre- 
vented from spreading beyond the former Yugoslavia. 


[Vidal-Folch] Bosnia exemplifies Europe’s powerlessness 
to impose peace. 


[Cutileiro] I do not understand your line of argument. 
We are a group of democracies. The only way to stop that 
conflict and impose peace would be to have occupation 
forces and occupy the territory for years. 


[Vidal-Folch] If that conflict is compared with that of 
Iraq... 


[Cutileiro] In the case of Iraq, everybody rapidly reached 
agreement on who was the good guy and who was the bad 
guy. In the former Yugoslavia, it is more complicated. 


[Vidal-Folch] I find you very pragmatic. 


{Cutileiro] What I am trying to do is to make the 
machine work. (Former U.S. President) Nixon said that 
world peace existed in just two places, the grave and the 
typewriter. You can write beautiful pages about Europe’s 
security, but if you are in charge of its defense organiza- 
tion, you must be very clear about the real capabilities 
and try to improve them. Our problem is not lack of 
speculation but lack of resources. Everybody is talking 
about a European defense identity, but the governments 
are cutting their military budgets. If we want a strong 
WEU, we must have large budgets. Rhetoric does not 
resolve the problems. 


Gonzalez Reportedly Considering Confidence Vote 


BR3001133395 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 30 Jan 95 
pi7 


{Report by Anabel Diez: “Felipe Gonzalez Reconsiders 
Possibility of Asking Parliament for Confidence Vote”) 


{FBIS Translated Text] Madrid—-Prime Minister Felipe 
Gonzalez has not yet decided once and for all on the best 
political response to the turbulence which the country 
has been experiencing lately, particularly since the 
reopening of the GAL [Anti-Terrorist Liberation 
Groups] case. The PSOE’s [Spanish Socialist Workers 
Party] general secretary has convened a meeting of the 
party leadership today in order to set a date for the 
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debate on the state of the nation. However, the appro- 
priateness of submitting a request for the confidence of 
both houses will also be raised, once again, at the 
meeting. This possibility would require consulting Gen- 
eralitat [Catalan autonomous government] President 
Jordi Pujol, whose votes are essential for securing sup- 
port in Congress. 


Since the middle of last week, the prime minister has 
been rearranging his trumps. While ministers’ public and 
private statements have tended to reject raising the 
confidence question at this point in time, the prime 
minister has again been listening to the opinions of a 
minority within his party who believe Gonzalez should 
request parliament’s confidence and at the same time 
submit a government platform for the whole year. This 
initiative requires the approval of Generalitat President 
Jordi Pujol, who does not look forward to this option at 
this very moment, and who argues that his support to the 
government is shown every day with CiU’s votes for 
every governmental project. Of course Pujol believes 
that the debate on the State of the Nation should be held 
as soon as possible. 


Gonzalez had already discussed the best line of action 
under the circumstances at a meeting held (barely a 
fortnight ago) with a small group of PSOE executive 
committee members, including a number of government 
ministers. Jose Bono, premier of the Castilla-La Mancha 
autonomous government, was the most adamant in 
requesting the submission of the confidence question. 
Other participants argued against this, since they saw no 
advantage in taking such a step given that the GAL 
judicial proceedings every day might have another sur- 
prise in store, which would again raise the question of 
what the government is going to do next. Although no 
irrevocable decision was taken at that meeting, the view 
prevailed that such a measure should not be taken until 
after the local and autonomous regional elections in 
May, possibly in conjunction with a cabinet reshuffle. 


Another aspect taken for granted on that occasion, and 
which now also appears doubtful, concerns whether 
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Public Administration Minister Jeronimo Saavedra will 
stand as a candidate for the Canary Islands’ premiership 
in next May’s elections. Government suurces now say 
that that the minister is not in the least interested in 
leaving central government to compete for the premier- 
ship of his autonomous community. 


Saavedra Would Rather Remain a Minister 


The minister made a very brief reference to this issue last 
weekend in Salamanca, where he was attending a con- 
ference lasting several days, which was organized by 
Castilla y Leon’s Socialists on the subject of local and 
autonomous policy. “I have not yet made any decision; it 
is a possible option, but I still have time to decide until 
the end of April,” the minister said, referring to the 
deadline for entering his name as a candidate. 


Those PSOE members who are asking for the confidence 
question to be raised are doing so because they believe it 
would be a clear and forceful way of showing public 
opinion that (barely a year and a half since the last 
elections) the government still has definite plans and 
explicit support to continue its mandate. Only a few 
PSOE members have voiced this view publicly, 
including Juan Barranco, candidate for the Madrid may- 
orship, and representatives of the Socialist Left current. 
Others have done so privately, such as Jose Bono, who 
spoke to Gonzalez. Last weekend Valladolid Mayor 
Tomas Rodriguez Bolanos told Europa Press: “We must 
do everything in our power to submit the confidence 
question, this would give the government more stabil- 
ity.” Rodriguez Bolanos asked Gonzalez to have a 
higher-profile among the people in the street. “In the 
present climate, it would be good for the prime minister 
to come down into the arena, to connect with citizens, to 
provide explanations.” Rodriguez Bolanos and other 
Castille y Leon leaders were unable to conceal their 
disappointment last Friday when they were advised from 
the Moncloa Palace [prime minister's office] that the 
prime minister would be unable to attend the appoint- 
ment in Salamanca due to a influenza. 
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Denmark 


Account Demanded of Crashed B-52 in Greenland 


LD3001223495 Helsinki Suomen Yleisradic Network in 
Finnish 2200 GMT 30 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Danish Foreign Ministry 
demands a detailed account from the United States of 
the crash nearly 30 years ago of a U.S. aircraft in 
Greenland. The United States Air Force B- 52 bomber 
crashed in northern Greenland in 1968. The aircraft was 
carrying four hydrogen bombs with plutonium detona- 
tors. Denmark believes that the United States has pro- 
vided inaccurate information and suspects that the 
hydrogen bombs lost when the aircraft crashed are still 
on the sea bed. Denmark is also to begin detailed health 
checks on the Danish construction workers who partici- 
pated in searches. Many of them have developed cancer. 


Finland 


Fault Halts Power Production at Nuclear Power 
Plant 


LD3001114295 Helsinki Suomen Yleisradio Network in 
Finnish 1100 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Electricity generation by the first 
reactor at the Olkiluoto nuclear power station was halted 
at noon after the generator’s humidity level rose to a too 
high level. The cause of the fault is not yet clear. The 
stoppage for repairs is expected to last a couple of days. 
Olkiluoto has given assurances that the incident has no 
effect on the nuclear power station’s safety. 


A week ago, both units of the Olkiluoto power station 
were at a standstill for a couple of days following the 
appearance of a fault in the power station’s cooling 
system. 


Norway 


Claes on Report of German NCF Withdrawal 


BR3001 124595 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 
27 Jan 95 p 4 


[Report by Bente E. Engesland: “NATO Chief Knows 
Nothing of German Plans”’} 
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[FBIS Translated Text] NATO Secretary General Willy 
Claes said he is extremely puzzled by reports that Ger- 
many has plans to withdraw from the NATO Composite 
Force (NCF), which has been earmarked for Norway. 


“I cannot imagine that Germany would be prepared to 
make a decision of this kind alone, without there being a 
thorough discussion in NATO,” Claes said at a news 
conference in Oslo yesterday. 


“I have not heard a word about any such intention from 
the German side,” the secretary general stressed. In talks 
with Norwegian Foreign Minister Bjorn Tore Godal and 
Defense Minister Jorgen Kosmo yesterday Claes prom- 
ised, however, to take up the question directly with the 
Germans. 


In December last year Canada gave notice that it would 
be withdrawing its battalion from the NCF. The NATO 
secretary general understands that signals of this kind are 
viewed as a problem in Norway. 


Yesterday he was very careful to underline the strategic 
significance to NATO of its northern flank and Norway’s 
important role as a NATO member state. NATO will 
fully defend its northern flank, he said. 


“At the same time nobody can be surprised that the 
alliance is very concerned about developments on other 
sections of its flanks and with discussions on expansion 
to the east,” Claes pointed out. 


The former Belgian foreign minister's trip to Norway 
was his first official visit as NATO secretary general. 
With diplomatic tact he justified his conscious choice in 
the following terms: “I have realized that the Norwegians 
feel that NATO is losing interest in the northern areas 
and in Norway’s security. I told myself that NATO is 
even more important to Norway now and that Norway 
has always been important to NATO. That was why I 
chose to come here, without being asked to do so by the 
Norwegian authorities.” 


Willy Claes stressed that Norway will participate fully in 
the debate regarding a new security policy arrangement 
in Europe. However, he also referred to Norway's limi- 
tations as a non-EU [European Union] member state. 
“Norway will not participate in the important 1996 
intergovernmental conference reviewing the Maastricht 
Treaty when defense and security policy will feature on 
the agenda. However, the fact that the Western Euro- 
pean Union is NATO's European pillar will help to give 
Norway enhanced security,”’ Claes stressed. 
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Comments on Clinton Interview, Balkans Issues 
95P20429 
[FBIS Media Note] 


Clinton Interview Criticized 


According to an article in the 10 January Athens daily I 
KATHIMERINI, the newspaper’s interview with Presi- 
dent Clinton, published in the 7 January issue—in which 
the U.S. President proposed an “unconditional” dia- 
logue with Albania—caused “embarrassment” in the 
Greek Government. Minister of the Press Evangelos 
Venizelos “hastened” to characterize the interview as 
“of no particular importance,” noting that it received 
“more attention than it should.”” However, he added, if 
he were to hypothesize that President Clinton was 
advising Greece to start an unconditional dialogue with 
Tirana without previous movement in the field of 
human rights, “the answer would be that this is not what 
the Greek Government is saying and what Greek foreign 
policy is doing.” The Political Spring party also criti- 
cized President Clinton’s proposal as “historically unfair 
and politically unproductive,” while the spokesman of 
the Communist Party (KKE) expressed his opposition to 
“the continued American intervention in the Balkans, 
which creates a crisis in the region, as well as problems 
with Greece’ s neighbors.” 


Defense of Clinton Interview 


I KATHIMERINI commented on President Clinton’s 
interview, which “completely defines U.S. policy in the 
Balkans in conjunction with Greece’s bilateral differ- 
ences.” According to the 8 January editorial, the goal of 
U.S. policy is to bring about the stabilization of the new 
countries and regimes in the area. President Clinton’s 
interest in an “unconditional” dialogue with Albania, 
the FYROM, and Turkey to settle outstanding differ- 
ences has already been demonstrated in practice, for the 
foreign policy of the “only superpower in the world has 
often been linked with Greek positions in Greece’s 
bilateral problems.”’ Providing positive examples of that, 
the editorial went on to comment that, as a result, 
Clinton’s proposal cannot be deemed “one-sided and an 
unequal application of pressure.” Such an “ethnocen- 
tric” attitude would be “damaging” to Greece, the edi- 
torial contended, for Greece “undoubtedly holds the 
advantage vis-a-vis its neighbors,” especially Albania 
and the FYROM. These two countries should therefore 
normalize relations with Greece if they wish to acquire 
the international support needed for survival. As for 
Turkey, its military superiority is jeopardized by its 
“insurmountable internal problems,” the editorial con- 
tinued. Thus President Clinton’s advice ought to be 
viewed positively as an exhortation to exploit Greece's 
advantages that is addressed to the “stronger and more 
stable country, and the only trustworthy democracy” in 
the area, the editorial concluded. 


Court May Rule Against Greek Embargo 


A brief article in the 10 January I KATHIMERINI 
counseled those who maintain that President Clinton's 
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proposal on the FYROM issue puts pressure on Athens 
to realize that the real pressure facing Athens is the 
possibility that the European Court will decide against 
Greece’s embargo of the FYROM, the article reported. 


Another brief article in the 8 January 1 KATHIMERINI 
reported that if during the next few months there are no 
changes in the FYROM issue, Greece may well face a 
“major problem”’—probably next April, when the Euro- 
pean Court announces its decision on the embargo. 
Citing diplomatic sources, the article reported that some 
European Commission officials believe that Greece will 
probably lose its case and be forced to lift the embargo. 
The court, they maintain, will rejec :reece’s argument, 
based on Article 224 of the Maastricht treaty, which 
envisions that in case of a “threat of war,” an embargo 
can be applied without prior consultation with one’s 
partners. 


Presidential Hopefuls Discussed 
95P20414 


[FBIS Media Note] 


Tsaldharis Candidacy 


According to an article in the 8 January Athens weekly 
KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA, the possible pres- 
identia! «andidacy of former President of the Chamber 
of Deputies Athanasios Tsaldharis, now increasingly 
mentioned in various circles, is creating difficulties for 
the New Democracy (ND) party, since it insists that new 
elections should take place next spring “no matter who 
the candidate is.” Because Tsaldharis possesses the 
required status, is generally esteemed, and is a top ND 
official, the ND may reconsider its position and move 
closer to supporting him, the article reported. ND lumi- 
nary Sotiris Kouvelas has already distanced himself from 
ND leader Miltiadhis Evert’s line. The ND’s difficulties 
are compounded by rumors that both the governing 
Panhellenic Socialist Movement (PASOK) and the Polit- 
ical Spring party, whose leader Andonis Samaras main- 
tains “excellent” relations with Tsaldharis, are seriously 
examining a Tsaldharis candidacy. The article cited a 
close aide to Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou who 
“participates in all critical decisions” as mentioning 
both Tsaldharis and Kostis Stefanopoulos, former leader 
of the now defunct Democratic Renewal (DIANA) party, 
as pussible candidates, while noting that the latter may 
be “more easily” rejected by the ND. If Papandreou 
keeps his promise not to run for president, the article 
commented, Tsaldharis will continue to gain ground. 
PASOK Eurodeputy Nikos Kaklamanis has publicly 
expressed his “personal opinion” in favor of a Tsaldharis 
candidacy, the article reported. 


Papandreou’s Final Word 


Minister of the Press Evangelos Venizelos said on 9 
January that the prime minister will not run for presi- 
dent, even if the present Chamber of Deputies fails to 
elect a president and the country is faced with early 
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elections, reported an article in the 10 January Athens 
daily | KATHIMERINI. Venizelos noted that his state- 
ment followed a discussion with Papandreou on the 
subject. Venizelos left open the possibility that the 
candidate named by PASOK may not share the party’s 
ideology. 


Alevras Offers Himself 


The same I KATHIMERINI article reported that former 
President of the Chamber of Deputies Yiannis Alevras 
offered to run for president in an 8 January interview. 
The article quoted Alevras as saying that despite his 
“lack of ambition to become president,” he would not 
reject the call of his country if deemed worthy of the 
presidency. 


Defense, Materiel Issues Discussed 
95P20427 


[FBIS Media Note] 


U.S., Germany, Israel Compete Over Modernization 


There is concern among top military officials at the 
Ministry of National Defense as many orders for modern 
military materiel and the modernization of aircraft and 
helicopters have been canceled, frozen, or delayed, 
reported an article in the | January Athens weekly TO 
VIMA TIS KIRIAKIS. While the opposition has 
denounced this, Minister of National Defense 
Yerasimos Arsenis does not seem “perturbed,” the 
article contended. Arsenis may want to play the “politi- 
cal card” in the modernization of the Phantom aircraft, 
perhaps “the most essential and most costly Air Force 
program,” the article continued. Three countries have 
demonstrated an interest in carrying out the moderniza- 
tion program: the United States, still the main source of 
defense materiel; Germany, which recently granted 
Greece some tens of Phantoms; and Israel. Arsenis 
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intends to award the deal to the country that offers the 
best military or political incentives. From the Uniied 
States, an increase in U.S. military assistance, priority in 
selecting weapons systems from U.S. stocks, a better 
settlement of Greek debts to the United States, and an 
improvement in the quality of proffered materiel may be 
secured. From Germany may be obtained political 
advantages such as a more sympathetic German stance 
with regard to Greece’s “national issues.” Finally, the 
Israeli card would secure closer military cooperation 
between the two countries, joint production of military 
materiel and supplies of spare parts for weaponry origi- 
nating in the former Soviet Union, the article said. 


German Assistance To End 


According to an article in the 5 January Athens daily I 
KATHIMERINI, the German Government has 
announced it will end its special bilateral military assis- 
tance to Greece, which granted materiel worth about 850 
million marks until the end of 1994 in addition to the 
regular assistance received through NATO membership. 
Turkey and Portugal benefited from the same program. 
Greece’s armed forces will now be able to purchase arms 
directly from the German market. The German decision, 
the article commented, “closes an era in Greek-German 
defense relations.” The reasons are both economic and 
political. Greece and Turkey need the German war 
industry, as evidenced by Minister of Defense Arsenis’ 
visit to the Kiel Hovald shipyards and the Deutsche 
Aerospace plant in the middle of January. According to 
the article, German Ministry of Defense officials 
speaking in private admitted that monitoring the use of 
arms systems transferred to Greece and Turkey is “dif- 
ficult.” Bonn has been criticized for the reported use of 
German-made weapons in the “civil war in Southeastern 
Turkey,” and Greek foreign policy in the Balkans and 
toward Turkey makes an end to German defense assis- 
tance to Greece “more opportune,” the article com- 
mented. 
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Chechen Ministers Comment on U.S. Visit 


Contacts ‘Very Favorable’ 
TA3001 143495 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 1200 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Chechen Foreign Minister (Sem- 
settin Yusuf) and State Minister (Berkan Yasar), who 
held various contacts in the United States, have arrived 
in Turkey. 


At a news conference at Istanbul Ataturk Airport on 
their arrival, the Chechen ministers said that their con- 
tacts were very favorable. They pointed out that they 
were officially received by U.S. State Department offi- 
cials, and that they held very beneficial talks with 
Congress members. The Chechen muimisters said that 
they are going to hold talks with all the NATO member 
countries, particularly by Germany, France, and Britain. 


Replying to reporters’ questions, the Chechen ministers 
asked that the aid being sent to them be sent via Baku so 
that it does not fall into the hands of the Russians. 


The Chechen foreign minister, who was wearing an 
Ataturk pin on his lapel, was asked the meaning of the 
pin. He replied: I am greatly honored to be wearing the 
pin of the person who liberated the Turkish nation. 


The news conference was also attended by Mustafa 
Dzhemilev, chairman of the Crimean Tatar People’s 
Assembly. Dzhemilev said that his people support the 
just struggle of the Chechen people, and that this struggle 
prevents the dangers that might befall other minorities in 
Russia. 


‘First Freedom Cement’ Laid in U.S. 


TA3001 154495 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1505 
GMT 30 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Istanbul, Jan 30 (A.A)— 
Chechen Foreign Minister Semseddin Yusuf [name as 
received] and State Minister Berkan Yasar [name as 
received] said that “they laid the first freedom cement of 
the republic of Chechnya in the U.S.” 


The ministers, speaking at the Istanbul Ataturk Airport 
after their arrival from the U.S., told reporters that the 
Chechens’ freedom fiag which was raised would never be 
taken down. 


“The Chechen-Russian war is a strategic [words indis- 
tinct],”” said Yusuf. 


The visiting ministers also told reporters that Yeltsin 
cheated all the world in the beginning. Yet “after the 
realities showed up, the West, including the U.S., began 
to support us,” they said. 


Stressing that their contacts in the U.S. were very 
helpful, said State Minister responsible for economic 
affairs Yasar, “we laid the first cement for the freedom of 
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Chechnya in the U.S. after our contacts with the US. 
Foreign Ministry officials and members of the Con- 


gress. 


Yusuf, stressing that Russia could not foresee how the 
Chechen people would resist and thought that they 
would seize all Chechnya within two hours, said that 
“the Chechens, by their resistance, caused changes in the 
policies of some countries towards Russia.” 


At the airport, the visiting ministers also met with the 
Cnmean Speaker of Parliament Mustafa Dzhemilev who 
was leaving Turkey after completing his contacts. 


“Moscow is trying to set up a new Russian empire.” said 
Dzemilev, claiming that Russia will take Azerbaijan as 
the new target if it succeeds in Chechnya 


Dzemilev said, “We did everything for our Chechen 
brothers, and we continue to do so. The Crimean people 
are fighting side by side together with Chechens in 
Chechnya.” 


Foreign Ministry Denies Turks Fighting in 
Chechnya 
TA3101071495 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 2110 GMT 30 Jan 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Turkey has reiterated that it 
wants a peaceful solution to the Chechnya conflict and 
stated that there is no official information confirming 
the allegat:ons that some Turkish citizens have gone to 
fight in that country. 


In answer to a question, the Foreign Ministry announced 
that certain Russian dailies, as well as radio and televi- 
sion, reported today that some 500 Turkish citizens, 
most of whom are of Chechen origin, are now fighting 
alongside Dudayev in Chechnya. The reports were based 
on details given by the Russian Government Press 
Center. 


The Turkish Foreign Ministry has denied these reports 
and said: There is no doubt that the human drama taking 
place in Chechnya has aroused great sensitivity and a 
strong reaction in our country, in which many Turkish 
citizens of Caucasian origin live, as it has in many 
countries, including even Russia. We have no informa- 
tion, however, to the effect that Turkish citizens have 
gone to Chechnya to fight. As is known, Turkey has 
called for a peaceful solution to the conflict since the 
onset of the developments and has reiterated this call 
repeatedly. It is believed that it would be more appro- 
priate to create conditions that will end the clashes 
without delay and bring a peaceful and lasting solution 
to the problem than to attempt to find an explanation for 
the Chechen resistance outside Russia. 


New Government ‘Inevitable’ After Left's Merger 


TA3001191295 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 1600 GMT 30 Jan 95 


[Video report by Yasar Kefeli in New Delhi] 
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{[FBIS Translated Text] During the five-hour flight to 
India, President Suleyman Demirel spoke to reporters 
on various issues. The first question the reporters asked 
him was about the upcoming merger of the Social 
Democratic Populist Party [SDPP] and the Republican 
People’s Party [RPP]. Demirel replied that the latest 
developments in Turkey's domestic politics should not 
come as a surprise, that Turkey's politics have not been 
allowed to develop on their own, and that they are being 
interfered with. He said: Look at Turkish politics. The 
need for unification has arisen. Why? Because there was 
division. If the Turkish politics are seeking unification, 
that is progress. Politics do solve a country’s problems. 
The only thing is we must be patient. The only thing is 
we must let politics advance on their own. 


The president pointed out that interference has been 
creating confusion in Turkish politics. He added: How- 
ever, the country is loyal to democracy, and our domestic 
politics are trying to pull themselves together again. The 
developments that took place in Turkey over this past 
week have shown that division is easy but unification is 
difficult. There is no use in blaming anyone. The persons 
involved are actors who find themselves in a crisis. I 
believe that the process that started will be completed 
this coming week. 


Demirel pointed out that he was saying all this as a 
political expert and as a person who is familiar with 
Turkey's problems. He added: What I am saying is that 
if Turkish politics remain free, they will pull themselves 
together. What we are seeing is a step in this process. 


The president said that he has the impression that the 
merger of the two parties will take place under the RPP. 
He stressed that the RPP was established before the 
Turkish Republic, adding: If the SDPP returns to it, I 
will be happy. Not me personally, but the country will be 
happy. 


Demirel stated that the latest developments in the 
SDPP-RPP merger show that Turkish politics are sound. 
He said: Unification is a sound step. However, do not 
expect this issue to be resolved easily. If these problems 
arose on the way to division, I would regret it. 


The president pointed out that he applauds sound 
mergers in Turkish politics. Asked if a merger is essential 
among the rightist parties, Demirel said: That will be 
dictated by the public. In fact. the public is exerting 
pressure in that direction already. 


Asked to comment on some of his previous remarks, 
Demirel explained that he did not say the country has 
reached an impasse, he just said that if elections are 
necessary they must be held. He said: When are elections 
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necessary in a country? When there is a crisis. What kind 
of crisis? That is a political issue; the politicians must be 
able to pinpoint the extent of the crisis and resort to 
elections—the only way to end the crisis facing the 
people. The politicians must be able to pinpoint the 
extent of the crisis and do what is necessary. When I said 
that unless this is done, greater difficulties will arise. the 
media thought I meant a coup or a revolution. 


Asked what will become of the government now, whether 
the SIst government will be set up, Demirel said that 
first the merge] social democratic party will have to 
decide whether or not to remain in the coalition. He said: 
As of tomorrew, you will see that the media will also 
speculate on if the merged party that changes its name 
can remain in tie coalition. 


Asked if 2 sew coalition protocol is necessary, the 
president replied: I believe, of course, that a new govern- 
ment is inevitable. 


Ocalan To Be Stripped of Turkish Citizenship 


NC3001161495 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS in 
English 28 Jan 95 p AS 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Ankara—Abdullah Ocalan. the 
leader of the outlawed Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), 
will be stripped of his Turkish citizensh p on the grounds 
that “he has not performed his military service.” 


Following a warning from the Military Recruitment 
Office’s Urfa branch, the Defense Ministry sent a letter 
to the Interior Ministry affiliated Population and Citi- 
zenship Affairs Directorate General stating that Ocalan 
could not be found at his residence in Turkey, that it had 
been determined that he was outside of the country and 
that he had not performed his military duty. 


Referring to the relevant provisions of the Law on 
Turkish Citizenship, the Defense Ministry pointed out 
that Ocalan should be deprived of his Turkish citizen- 
ship and requested that the relevant legal action be taken 
immediately. 


Noting that the issue fell within the jurisdiction of the 
Population and Citizenship Affairs Directorate General, 
Agar said: “Ocalan has not been stripped of his citizen- 
ship until the present time. Now, he will lose it.” 


On Jan. 29, Agar will go to Damascus to attend the 
routine meeting of the Watch Committee which has been 
set up within the framework of the “Security and Coop- 
eration Agreement” signed between Turkey and Syria. 
He will return to Turkey on Monday. 


During the meeting of the Watch Committee, security 
issues between the two countries, particularly PKK 
activities, will reportedly be discussed. 
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